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PREFACE. 



THE contents of this pamphlet are di- 
vided, for the convenience of the rea- 
der, into feparate parts. 

The Jirji contains a hiftory of the fubjeft 
in queftion, together with a vindication of 
the verdidl, and of the teftlmony of Mrs. 
Meade, in oppofition to the " endeavours^^^ of 
the Bifhop of Lincoln to countera6t the one, 
and to falfify the other. 

To this is added an Appendix, containing, 
under letter (A.), a fhort account of the efforts 
made by the different parties to promote, and 
to prevent, family reconciliation* 

Under letter (B.) is a fhort but important 
correfpondence between the Rev. Dr. Blay- 
ney and the Rev. Mr. Daubeny, on the fub- 
je6t of reconciliation. 

• Sec his Lordfhip's paper in the Appendix. 
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Under (C.) are given the letters of William 
Stevens, cfq; on the fame fubjedt, in reply to 
Mr. Daubeny's ^pitcation to him, which is 
alfo given. In this part will be found an 
account of Mrs, Meade's interview with her 
mother, which the reader will naturally com- 
pare with the account given of it by the 
Bifhop of lincoln* 

Under (D.) is a fhort hiftory of the Bifhop 
of Durham's interference, which the reader 
will alfo compare with the Bilhop of Lincoln's 
reprefentations of it. 

Under (E.) is Mrs. Meade's correfpondence 
with Mr. Daubeny, after he had acquainted 
her with the death of her mother, and the 
difpofition of her fortune. 

Under (F.) is given, verbatim, a copy of 
the Bifliop of Lincoln's manufcript as fent 
by his Lordfliip to Mr, Meade. 

And under (G.) is Mr. Meade's correfpon- 
dence with his Lordfhip previous to this 
publication. 

The affront offered to Mrs. Meade, which 
is the fubjed of this pamphlet, was of fuch 
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a nature, that Mr. Meade confefTes he was at 
a lofe how to proceed. He therefore con- 
fulted with thofe whom he thought compe- 
tent to give him found and temperate advice; 
and he has alfo waited, not only to fubdue, 
as far as he could, any fentiments of irritation, 
but likewife to fee clearly what fteps his op- 
ponents propofed to take ; that by them he 
might be guided in his meafures to repel the 
attack. And finding that copies of the Bi- 
(hop's manufcript are multiplied, and exten- 
fively circulated in public and private with 
incredible induftry, Mr. Meade has deter- 
mined that his defence ihall keep pace with 
the injury, that the antidote may at leaft 
follow the poifon. And he trufts with con- 
fidence that there will be^ and can be, but 
one opinion on the fubjedt among difpafll- 
onate readers. 

As a retired individual, Mr. Meade would 
apologize for carrying the fubjeft of his own 
private concerns beyond the circle of his 
immediate connexions: But he perfuades 
himfelf, and he is fupported in that perfua- 
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fion by very high authority, that his caufe 
will be coniidered not unimportant in a more 
general view, as involving m it the interefts 
of humanity and the fecurity and prote6tioa 
of the laws themfelves. 



The "Reader is requeued to make the following Corrections. 

Page 12, L I, dele aiout, 

14, 1. 1$, for the paper, read his paper. 

27* in the notes, for See Appendix, read See page 71* 

28, in the notes, for See Appendix, read See page 66. 

30, in the notes, for See Appendix, . read See page 73. 

45, 1. 16, after father put a comma only. 

47> 1* I3» for her, read Mr. Meade. 

76, 1. 17, for means read mean, 
219, 1. 9 from the bottom, for taking, read to take* . 
265, in the note, for twenty, read sixteen. 
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REPLY to a PAPER, &<?. 



THE writer of the foUowing pages is full/ 
con&ious iri. how. iuninterefting sn Jighfi 
appeals on the fubje£t of famil/ idiiFerences are 
regarded by the public. However tibe cevtew 
of fiich ^ifputes may gratify the iM*nature of 
fome, or the pfSciouihefs of oJihtrs^ few feel mudb 
concern in the lubje£i, and ifrequendy .pronounce 
both parties wrong, rather thfis take tfieltcouUe 
of an accurate examiniatiofi ijodb the merits of 
the caufe. 

Notwithftandmg thefe 4ifqouragemei»ts, the 
writer of this pamphkt h^ yeptured to give a 
ilatement, the fa£ts jcooitaAned in w^idii he iis 
prepared to verify byinconteftable evidence; and 
once more to appeal to the juftice of mankind 
againft the afiertions, or infinimtions, or by what« 
ever other names the arrows of cahimoy .m^y be 
marked, which bave been agsua lb wantonly 
aimed at the reputation and moral cfaacader of 
the perfon moft de^r to'Jiim/ He muft cotifefs 
hiorfelf al{b /to be influenced by a motive not 
lefs powerful than the foregoing i which is> th?t 

B 
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the children of the beft of mothers may, when 
her defender is no more, have an unanfwerable 
vindication of her fpotlefs fame; and that the 
friends who have loved and efteeraed her, may 
confront, with the language of truth, the fabri- 
cated tales of falfhood and di/honour. 

To the upright, difinterefted, and unprejudiced, 
he makes his appeal : and when he reflefts that 
fifteen years are elapfed fince the difpute in ques- 
tion commenced, and more than thirteen fince it 
was decided in the Court of King's-Bench; that 
the Judge^ with many of the Jury, and the greater 
part of the witnefles, have palfed to the grave; 
he cannot but think it providential that proofs on 
proofs ftill exift to eftablifh the innocence of his 
wife, under perfecutions, infults, and injuries, 
almoft without example. 

Though little difpofed to a wanton cenfure of 
his wife's iVi?z£;C^/EO«^/,whofe mifreprefentations 
might almofl: juftify any feverity of animadverfion, 
he hopes and expefts that in their judgment of 
the prefent queftion the readers of this book will 
forego the confideration of his Lordfhip's high 
rank, or his great merits as a theologian. His 
conduft, not his opinions or his ftation, mufl: be 
his defence. 

To thofe who will take the trouble to read this 
paper, it is probably known, that in June 1792, 
Mr. Meade found himfelf under the neceffity of 
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bringing an a£tion againft the Rev. Charles 
Daubeny, for flander; the objeft of which flan- 
der vs^as dated to be to prevent a marriage j* and 
that a verd?£l, with 500I. damages, was given 
againft Mr. Daubeny, 

Of the three gentlemen who fought to accom- 
ipodate the difference without recourfe to law, 
one, the Rev. Dr. Blayney, late Regius Profeflbr 
of Hebrew in the Univerfity of Oxford, has al- 
ready permitted his account of the tranfa£tion 
to be printed. Another, the late Archdeacon 
Coham, appeared in Court as one of Mr. Meade's 
witnefTes ; and at an advanced period of life un* 
dertook a journey to 3ath, to fet Mrs. Barnfton 
right in regard to mifreprefentations of her 
daughter's conduft. And the third, the late Mr. 
Goddard, of Woodford-Hall, one of the moft va- 
lued friends of Mrs. Meade's late father, has left 
evidence in abundance of bis attachment to the 
caufe of Mr. and Mrs. Meade, and of the exer- 
tions he made " to undeceive the deluded part 
" of her family." 

The chara£lers of Dr. Blayney and of Arch- 
deacon Coham are well known 5 but of Mr. 
Goddard, whofe life was more private, it is with 
confidence averred, (and his brothers-in-law, the 
Archbifhop of York, and Mr. Hope, with his 
other numerous and honourable connexions, will 

• With Mr. Daubeny^s fifter4n4av« 
B 2 
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juftify the affcrtion) that few men exceeded him 
in foundnefs of judgment and integrity of heart. 

Previous to the trial, thefe gentlemen, dis- 
gufted at the conduft of Mr^ Mfeade^s opponent, 
had given up all hope of fuccefs from friendly 
explanations. After the trial, all unprejudiced 
people thought alike as to the part which Mili 
Bamfton ought in juftiee and honour to aft. Mr. 
Meade, flie well knew, had been attacked on 
her account alone, and he had publickly vindi- 
cated his charafter. Her aged mother, under 
early influence and prejudice, had been induced 
to fend her a meffage previous to the trial, de- 
claring fhat if (he dbeyed a legal fubpoena, and 
appeared as a witnefs in court, ** flie could nevet 
" fee her again.'* 

Thefe circumftances led Mifs Barnfton to liften 
to the advice of her other friends, and efpecially 
of Mr. ijoddard, who had received her into his 
houfe as his pwn child, when her mother's houfe 
wis no longfer open to her ; and at his earneft 
recommendation, and with the fan£Hon of fome 
of her deareft and neareft relations, ihe deter- 
mmed to marry Mr. Meade. Mifs Bamfton was 
upwards of thirty years of age; her father was 
dead j hef * fortune was independent and confi- 
derable 5 afnd her TrioWrer, at the age of between 
feventy and eighty year^, was cruelly and tnoft 
ungeneroully influenced againft her. In this fltu^- 
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ation Mr. and Mrs. Goddard afted by her in every 
refpeS as parents, until they gave her a^ay in 
marriage ; and from their boufe ihe went to the 
houfe of her uncle, the only brother of her mother 5 
by whom, and by o timers of her relations, flie and 
Mr. Meade were treated with the utmoft regard. 
But Mrs. Barnfton, long deluded, and at thi$ 
time inflamed witli anger by a falfe account,* 
which an interefted party immediately fent to he? 
of Mrs. Meade's evidence and conduft ip Court^ 
SIGNED at once a long Manifejloy the very firft fen-^ 
tencc of which betrayed her ignorance of what her 
daughter fwore ; and at the fame time feal two 
letters, one to her brother Mr. Sawbridge, and 
the other to Mr. Goddard, reproaching them with 
their kindnefs to her daughter, and declaring that 
the evidence die gave on oath was falfe, apd that 
flie would herfelf have oppofed it; although it is 
plain that {he did not know what that evidence . 
was. But her brother and Mr. Goddard well 
underftood her Atuation; and perfuaded that ihe 
was but an inftrument in the bands of others, 
they indulged the hope that reafon and religion 
would in time recover her from the deluiion under 
which (he laboured, and overcome the influence 
under which (he had a£led, 

• As appears by her miftadog what her daujghtcr depofed. The 
Manifefto is quoted in the Appendix, in the Biihop of Lincohi** 
attack on Mrs. Meade. .^ 
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Immediately after her marriage, Mrs. Meade' 
wrote toher mother, foliciting reconcilement with 
every expreflion of duty and afFeftion ; affuring 
her of her forrow that the ftate of the family re- 
duced her to a neceffity of aSing for herfelf, 
without applying at the time to her mother, and 
requeuing mutual oblivion, &c. Of her manner 
of writing one example fhall be quoted in full; 
and that one fhall be fele£ted, becaufe it is a 
letter to her mother from which the Bifliop of 
Lincoln has made an extraft, in order to infer 
^n acknowledgment of criminality. But his 
Lordfhip took care to quote only the firft part 
of the fentence, fuppreffing the fequel, which 
direftly overturned his argument.* 

The anfwers which Mrs. Meade always re- 
ceived from her mother, were plainly in the 
language of Mr. Daubeny;f who at length 
printed a book in his own name, about eighteen 
months after the trial, in which all his former 
abufe was revived, with more caution, but with 
increafed bitternefs. 

This book was anfwered by Mr. Meade ; and 
among difpaffionate men he has heard but one 

* The letter is given in the Appendix, page i ; and from the 
beginning to the end of it there is not a fenthnent or pafTage that is 
not dire£ily contrary to the fenfe the Bifhop of Lincoln would iofe^ 
Iromit. / 

t Even whole fentences being the fame as u(ed ^y hin^ 
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opinion of it, that it was a complete refutation 
of the calumny which it propbfed to anfwer. 

During ten fucceeding years, various efforts 
were made by relations, friends, and ftrangers, 
to effeft family peace ; to which Mr., and Mrs. 
Meade always acceded, only propofing as the 
bails the chriftian condition of mutual oblivion. 

But Mr. Daubeny, who took the leading part 
in every correfpondence, required, with affedted 
ferioufnefs, that Mrs. Meade (hould, as a preli- 
minary, confefs that (he was perjured; and Mr. 
Meade, that he was a liar and a hypocrite; and 
then (he was to be received to the affeSiOns of 

her family ! 

Among thofe who at different times lent their 
friendly fervices, were Archdeacon Coham, the 
Bifhop of Norwich, and Mr. Stevens. Thefe all 
exerted their good ofBces for peace, bujt declined 
entering into the quarrel. 

Dr. Blayney, Dr. Falconer, Admiral Stanhope, 
the Bifliop of Durham, Mr. Aclom, and others, 
being applied to by Mr. D. or his friends, to 
review and rejudge his caufe, the two former, in 
reply, gave their reafons for declining it, but of- 
fered their fervices, or expreflfed their wifhes, for 
promoting peace. The Bifhop of Durham der 
Glared to Dr. Blayney, " that he fhould give no 
" anfwer to Mr. Daubeny's application to him; 
" and that he did not believe that any bilhop, qr 
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" any other man, would take upon him to jv>dge 
^* a caufe which had been decided at law."* 
Admira) Stanhope and Mr, Aclom having firft 
heard and givca entire credit to Mr. D/s volunai- 
nous flatenneMs, applied at length to Mr. Meade, 
and foon changed their opinions. But decided 
as thefe gentlen>en were againft Mr. D., they nei- 
ther publiihed inveftives againft him, nor circu- 
lated anecdotes reflefling on his cbarafiler, Dra* 
appointed in their hopes of cfFe&ing peace, they 
quitted the fubjeft without infulting hiin whom 
they thought wrong. 

At length, after thirteen years had elapfed, Mr. 
Meade received through the Rev. Dr. Randolph 
an application from the Bifliop of Lincoln for his 
papers; and at the fame time a lady afTured him, 
as flie heard it from the Biffaop himfelf^ " that he 
^* was perfe&ly difpaflionate and unprejudiced, 
*' equally a ftranger to both (ides, and that he 
** (hould not liften t^ parties or partizans." And 
Mr. Meade, having made it a rule never toobtrude 
his papers on anyone, nor to withhold them when 
there appeared a liberal motive of enquiry, did 
not think it right to refufe them to his Lord- 
fliip; prefuming that he had the fame intentions 
that other people had, and that his exhortations 
might be added to thofe of all who preceded him, 
to induce Mr- I^ubeny to reftore peacp in Mrs, 
jyieade's family. 

* gee App€ndi3f , ^^ i. 5^ 



With tfiis view lie fent* to the Biftiop the pam- 
phlet urhkh he had written eteven years before,' 
in reply to one by Mr. Daabeny; and added 
feveral fmaller unconnefted papers, written at 
various times, contaming the oecafional corres-; 
poindence of Mrs. Meade and others with her 
mother, on the fubjeft of reftoring peace f and 
alio fome letters and papers which marked the 
infloence that pretented it, and the probable 
motives of the parties* Mr. Meade had feea 
none of Mr. Daubeny's volaminous papers, which 
the Biihop had been ftudyingf while he remained 
in Bath, and was ignorant of the arguments and 
the mifreprefentations which they contained. 
Convinced diat no perfon of fenfe or candour 
could queftion the fa£ts which he related, he felt 
little concern about the reprefentations of his 
opponent. 

; In the papers tranfmitted to the Biihop, Mr, 
Meade lamented <* the reftkfiinefs of Mr. Dath* 
^* beny, and the abfurdity of his aiFefted demands 
** of a new private trial. Such a refource, Mr* 
f ' Meade iaid, would have been defirable previous 

* if it be thought iojudicious to have trufted his Lordfhip with 
Us papers, Mr. Meade does not mean to write an apology for hint- 
i^. He is ready to admit that he had not that prudent jealoufy 
which a man might reafonably entertain in trufting his charadter 
to an utter ftranger. 

t His LordOiip tells Dr, Randolph, that be had finifhed theai 
pnly the Saturday evening previous to his leafing Bath on the 
M<MMlay, 
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^* to the trial at law, to avoid the diftrefs and the 
" expence of a^«M^ inveftigation ; but after fuch 
^ public deciiion, to go into a private trial of the 
" fame caufe, without judge, jury, witnefles, oath, 
^' or reftraint; .without means, and without end, 
(for the objeft could not be to reftore family 
peace, nor to prevent expence, nor to avoid the 
expofure of domeftic quarrels^) all this appeared 
** to Mr. Meade fo abfurd, that he had made up 
** his mind, to rejeft the pretended and afFe£ted 
^^ demands of new trials; but at the fame time 
** that he fhould never be . indifpqfed to give to 
*' any gentlemaji^who liberally and difpafljonately 
*' enquired intp the fubjeft, every information 
that WQUI4 fatisfy him; adiling, that XhQ legal 
queftion being already decided, the moral one 
" alone of family peace remained unfatisfied." 

The Bifhop's application for Mr. Mieade's 
papers was written critically t^sefore his Lordfliip's 
leaving Bath; and as he expreffed a wifli to have 
them during the few days which he was to pafs 
at Lymington, Mr. Meade took fome pains to 
convey them to him as expeditioufly as poffible 
in the ftate they were in. In about ten days they 
were returned; and during fome weeks Mr. 
Meade heard nothing direftly from the Biftiop; 
but he heard enough from' other channels t^ 
prepare him for the fequel. 
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Among the few families In Bath which zca- 
loufly fupported the caufe of Mr. Daubeny, Mrs* 
Makby and her daughter particularly interefte'd 
themfelves; the latter having been very earneil, for 
a confiderable time, to deprive Mrs. Meade of the 
cfteem and confidence of a perfon who was known 
to be much attached to her. Tbefe ladies were 

• 

perfeft ftrangers to Mr. and Mrs. Meade, who 
now learned that they were clofe conne£iions of 
the difhop of Lincoln; one being his mother-in- 
law, and the other his fifter-in-law; and his Lord- 
ihip being a vifitor in their houfe was foon en-^ 
lifted in their favourite caufe. He was introduced 
to the other partizans of Mr. Daubeny, and, to 
Mr. Daubeny himfelf ; and living within a few 
doors of each other, they had conftant opportu- 
nities of intercourfe. To the laft evening of his 
vifit in Bath the Bifhop was employed in reading 
Mr. Daubeny's papers, and in receiving impres- 
fions from Mr. Daubeny himCelf, and from his 
advocates and partizans. But it never occurred 
to his Lordlhip that in this, as in every other 
caufe, there were two parties; for although Mn 
Meade lived near Bath, and many of his friends 
in it, yet the Bifhop did not perceive the propriety, 
or even the common juftice of feeing any of them: 
nor did Mr; Meade even know that the Bifhop 
was in Bath, when he was judging and deciding 
on his chara6ter. 



In about about fix weks his Lordfhip being 
retnroed to London, and Mr. Daubeny having 
mg(ttn met him therty a ck>fe-written manufciipt 
book was fent by poft to Mr. Meade, figiied, 
*^ G. Liocohi;*' in which he not only pretends to 
an authority paramount to law, and declares that 
he has fully vindicated a perfoa whom a jury had 
found guilty thirteen years before ; but, by an 
eafy progrefs, his Lordfliip affumes a higher pre- 
rogative, and pronounces the intentioos of Mrs. 
Meade's heart to have been wicked ; triumphantly 
afierting that Mr. Meade had not anfwered ftfr. 
Daubeny's arguments, nor refuted the Bifliop's 
authorities, nor contradiSed evidence or mk- 
rences J — whichis very pollible,becaufe Mr.Meade 
liad np opportunity of afltiring bis Lordihip that 
moft of the fa£ts he recited were untrue ; that his 
inferences were confequently unjuft ;* and that his 
paper was full of perverfions and miftakes. In- 
deed, it is ftrange that the Bifbop could have 
expe^ed that Mr. Meade's papers flioirid be a 
reply to anecdotes and a0ertions which he had 
never feen. 



• The BMhop's po^er of inveawo fliall be giveir in iW m die 

AppeoduL; aed the riauier will judge whetlicr mj qpiafificatnn tp 
which he may lay claiiDy cao authorize the language he has applied 
to Mrs. Meade; and whether the retom he made ibr Mr. Meade^s 
con&ie&ce and caodoor was other sencnoMprcir }aft. I£s Lordfh^ 
thought proper fiutbef to ia£ih Mr, Meade by a ktter, accompa- 
nying his imredttvcs, wkh apokgUsfor md lein^ able to /end tkcm 
to him Joiner, 
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The affront thus offierai to Mrs. Meade wut 
fud), that Mr.Meade thought it rigblt t<o takelbme 
notice of it; and his friends pcrcetirkig that the 
Bt{h<^*s paper was fuU of glaring errors kt every 
page, which his LonUhip, as a man of candourp 
might probably be glad to correct^ it was ear* 
neftly advifed that Mr. Meade would give him 
the opportunit J by a perfonal meeting, which he 
acooitlmg] J propofed. B ut f ufpecti&g, from (ome 
hints, that his Lordflup ai%ht be unwilling to 
review what he had 4oDe, Mr. Meade thought it 
right to point out ibme direct untruths recited in 
his Lordfhip's paper, of which he might eafijy 
ftHtff himfelf; and which, though auxiliaries only 
to the principal charges againft Mrs. Meade, 
(for the compafs of letters would not admit of r^^ 
tjie examination of thefe lafi) were yet fuffideitf 
to piove that the object of Mrs. Meade^s oppo- 
Boits IB relating them was to excite an unjufii- 
fiabie prejudice againfi her, and to difpofe his 
Lordihip to believe her capable of any enormities. 

The piopoied meeting was declined by his 
Lordflup, as will be feen in the Appendix ;^ and 
Mr. Meade ftill oooceiving that fome explanationa 
were aecefTary, a €U)rrefpondence todc place, by 
which it will appear that inftead of apologizbg. 
for the affront offered to Mrs. Meade, his Lood-. 
&ip has only added to it. And the copies jof his 
paper of invectives being multiplied^ and circun 
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lated with great zeal byfome of his Lbrdfiiip's con- 
nexions, Mr. Meade deems it n^ceffary to lay the 
whole before the Public; which he does with the 
more confidence, as the attack on Mrs. Meade 
has relation to a caufe which was publickly 
decided in the Court of King's-Bench almoft 
fourteen years ago. 

This method, which Mr. Meade takes to do jus- 
tice to his family, will be confidered (as he trufts) 
at lead not intemperate, by thofe who read the 
incautious provocation he has received j and Mr, 
Meade declares that fuch as it is, he can prove 
the circulation of it, and bring it home to fome 
of his Lordfhip'sclofeft connexions. Mr. Milade 
laments that Ifec paper is fo long, although he has 
done what he could to render it as concife as 
poflible. He can therefore only requeft that thofe 
who will not take the trouble to read his pam- 
phlet, will not judge his caufe. . He feeks no repu- 
tation from the book, and hopes he fhall lofc none* 

Here Mr. Meade cannot help remarking, that 
the Bifliop's early bias in favour of Mr. Daubeny, 
who as a writer was well known to his Lordfliip, 
is more naturally to be accounted for than his 
perfeverance in thofe miftakes into which he 
feems to have been led, and which he too readily 
adopted. The interefting connexion between the 
Biihop and Mr. Daubeny (independent of family 
motives, which appear alfo to have had their 
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(hare 6f influence) filled his mind with prejudices 
ftronger perhaps than he himfelf might at firft 
haVe beeh aware of. 

Mr. Meade trufts that his habits. and principles 
would lead him alfo to defend the Church and 
Its Minifters; and if his Lordihip had known him, 
he would have feen that moft of his clofe attach- 
ments in life have been to men Exemplary/ as 
Minifters of the Church. But in zeal for any 
defcription of perfons, the fundamental principles 
of juftice and charity muft not be forgotten. 

If a deliberate judgment of a court of law is to 
be reje<fted; if folemti oaths are to be pronounced 
fierjuryty a juft and temperate man would proceed 
wfth cautious fteps. He would lillen to both fides, 
^nd- fhew at leaft equal attention to both parties. 
He Would a(k, before he condemned, " What ad- 
vantage could redound from the commiflicn of 
a monftrous a£lof guilt? What was the former 
condufit of the party accufed? Was it irre- 
gular or fufpicious; or was it uniformly religious 
" and eftimable? Who are the accufers? Are 
" they difinterefted and difpaflionate? Has their 
•* conduft been candid? Are their anecdotes and 
•* aflertions touching the charaQer of the accufed 
" proved to be correft ? or can abfolute want of 
" truth be difcovered in them?" In a word^ a 
man who would venture to judge in fuch a cafe^^ 
flaould alk himfelf, " Have I any prepoffeffions qt 
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^ bias tf my 6wn ^ Have I aflfoctated with, and 
converfed frequently with, one ^fticj^rties, and 
with his partizans ; and have I ever feen the 
other party^ or any of his friends? And (hould 
I not emphatically have done this laft a£t of 
juftice on the prefent occafion, if I am confcious 
that thofe clofe connexions of my own who 
•* introduced the fubje£l to me, are among the 
•* moft decided fupporters of one of the parties; 
'^ while the other does not know the evidence on 
•* which I am going to decide?'^ 

But before Mr. Meade examines this affront, 
fo unprovoked by himfelf, and fo unfeeling to- 
wards Mrs. Meade, he cannot help afking the 
Btihop of Lincoln, " Who made his Lordflbip 
** a Judge and a divider over them ?" A paper 
is circulated, which, if not coignizable by law, 
effe£b the mifchief of which perhaps by legal 
punSilio it may efcape the confequences. By 
wiiat .right is ttiis done ? How comes it, that 
after |>rojfeifip.ns of jmpartiality> and after having 
defcred: ^Jl^vy .'i/htfie^s papers :at Lymington, 
wherQ ; tlie^^i&op fajd " heflimld he at leifure to 
* read tAt^^}:fh^ referyed himfelf till he returned 
to h&fkd^H$ 4?vh^re Mr. Daubcny was again ad-« 
roittjed^toihifti? 

After tlje- decHion of a tribunal, to which Mr. 
Daubeny himfelf fays, ** he thought it his duty 
" as a|;ood citizen to fubrait," what docs hia 



LoFd&ip mean by bbtrdding ttie affklt ag^iii 
tipoti the public?' Hals he difcoveted afny titv^ 
piroof ? Hasi he produced a (ingle article WhicH 
\^as not equally opi^n to Mr. Dauberiy, and Hi 
fifiucH in his poffeffion he/ore the trial as at this 
^ifne? And if Mr. DaUbeny thought it dnywife 
material for his own juftification, or for the con- 
demnation oT Mr. and Mrs. Meade, wAy was it 
not then brodght forward? Is there an argument 
now produced by ihe Bi(hop, whicfc was tiot 
anfwered in Mr. Meade's pimphlet, Written 
eleven years ago, in reply to one by Mn Dauberiy ? 
With tendernefs*for the feelings and charaftef of 
Mrs. Meade, few will now be difpofed to credit 
any of fier opponents. 

But in thcfe repeated endeavours to injure hef 
charafter, it is hoped that her reftlefs enemies will 
ftill find thenifelves difappitJiiltfed j and that they 
wift have to bfeme thmfelves Only fof reducitig 
Mi^. Meade to iht neceffity of again expbfing thei^ 
injuftice. 

As the Bifhop of Liticoltl feerrts uncfdnfeloud 
of having faTleri into that €frr6i^ of /eif-'d^Ceplioil 

* Thi Bi/ho]^, wlibfem^'nb^ftohmhearclof diec2i]fet^ 
teapy years after its deciflotij, pretends *^ that Mr.,l>irabeoy,/>0n«^ 
•J Mrs. Meade from tendernefs and delicacy P Bat who aflced luou 
yhd deftred him to fpare \at\ iSfot Afefs BtoltoA^ nor any of h^ 
fqeads. Did he love her £ld||irdiiii himfeir? Did he ficiifiee hi| 
niooey, and what he moft f|b«l» to his delicacy to her ? Let his 
condua, in ifA&t afid thlhft^ttr tUWeek /yem, i^ t&e aoiwer» 
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which he <:harges on others, and anxioufly pro* 
feflfes^ even before any one could be fuppofed to 
doubt it, the moft difinterefted motives for enter-, 
ing on this affair, Mr. Meade would afk him> 
Who v^as the Lady* that offered his Lord- 
(hip the pamphlets? Who was the friend in 
" London that had changed his opinion on the 
'* fubjeft? Who was it that mentioned to Mr. 
Daubeny his Lordfhip's willingnefs to enter 
on ,the bufinefs? Had his Lordfhip's con- 
" nedions no influence? and had he himfelf no 

i • 

f' communication with Mr, Daubeny both be/ore 
^^ and after he received Mr. Meade's papers?" 
Thefe queflions are only put to give theBifhop 
an opportunity of proving that he had no bias 
from thofe that introduced the fubjeft to him, 
and that he had not prejudged the caufe. 

His Lordihip, in the outfet, was led into an 
error, from which he was not likely afterwards to 
^xtricate himfelf, by receiving as aflocument a 
paltry publication, of no name, no credit, falfe 
jh the yer4ift> in the fortune flated to be Mifs 
Parnfipfl-s, in the damages laid .in the declaration^, 
in the names of witnelTes, in the evidence, &c. : 
a defpicable printed account of the trial from 
newfpapers, which Mr. Daubeny knows to be 
ftbfolutely without authority, and for the mofl 
part void of truth: and, iQ^v|§le whole, fuch noi^« 



* See the Bifhop's paper m the Appendpc. 
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fenfe, that it is unaccountable that any man would 
difgrace himfelf by appealing to fuch as authority. 

But Mr. Meade will have many occafions to 
mark incorreflnefs and raflmefs. And when he 
has fatisfied the reader of the utter faljehood of the 
charges invented ox propagated to injure the moral 
character of Mrs. Meade, he trufts that every 
man of feeling and integritity will join with him 
in difregarding the Bifhop of Lincoln's " endea^' 
" vourSy^ as he expreffes it, to prove that (he fwore 
falfely ; and indignantly afk his Lordftiip, " Is no 

period of time, no judgment, public or private, 
to proteft perfons from fuch endlefs perfecution." 

The obje£l of the Bifhop of Lincoln is to coun- 
teract a verdi£t of the Court of King's-Bench, and 
to vindicate Archdeacon Daubeny from the effefts 
of it ; which his Lordftiip propofes to do, by im- 
puting to Mrs. Meade unheard-of wickednefs, 
concluded by wanton and malicious perjury. 

It is neceffary that the reader fliould have fome 
previous knowledge of the fa£ls which originally 
led to this attack; and a ftiort (ketch of them ftiall 
be laid before him.* 



* The reader is requeued to keep in mind the four points which 
the Bifhop endeavours to prove againft Mrs* Meade, viz. ^^ that 
•* Mr. Daubeny did not interfere to prevent her marrying;" ** that 
" her mother never confented to her marrying;" " that Mr. Dau- 
'^ beny did not make thoft jj ^ p j jlttm cations to her reipe^Hng a willt 
^' which fhe declared on l«i|i||ftth;" ^ and that if he did make 
** fuch, the ^fied which thdie conmianications and their conie^ 

c^ 
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After the death of the firft Mrs. Meade in May 
1 788, Mr. Daubeny foh'cited Mr. Meade for many 
months to join his party abroad; and received 
him in July 1789, at Spa, with the utmoft kind- 
nefs. He had fpoken of him conftantly in terms 
of the higheft regard, and often declared, as he 
wrote to Mr. Meade, " that he and .all the friends 
** of his late fifter were for ever bound to love and 
" esteem him." It is plain therefore that he did 
not thenconfider him fo exceptionable a charafter, 
as he has jRnce been pleafed to reprefent him. 

Mr. Daubeny was accompanied in a foreign 
excurlion by his wife's fifter Mifs Barnfton, a lady 
about thirty years of age, and of independent 
fortune. She had paffed almoft the laft thirteea 
years of her life with Mr. and Mrs. Daubeny, and 
her kind attentions and fervices had rendered 
her peculiarly acceptable and neceffary to them. 
Her fortune placed* her above owing pecuniary 
obligations, and (he made one of the travelling 
party on terms of perfeft equality. 

Mr. Meade, after repeated foUcitations, joined 
their party at Spain July 1789, where they all met 

** quences had on her condwSt, were not iltch as (he depo&d to.'* 
ft is preftimed tiiat the reader mil foon fee that his Itordfhip in 
ittiflaken in every poiot. The anecdotes and flories recited by the 
Biftop are hut auxiliaries to the fqjv j^o&cipals) and&em ddlgned 
chiefty to iecnre credit to thef*» ^i^|[^fitT enonnities. Bat whea 
die falAood of theie kfl* fhallbe^wibanifeftedy it is hoped their> 
eSc&s Mrill' be the reyerfecfwiiat their fiMcatoridefignod* 
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^s brotlhers and fifters. But the jealous eye of 
Mr. Daubeny quickly fi^fpefled what might fol- 
low, and he foon difcovered unaccountable marks 
of uneafinefs. At length the matter was opened 
by himfelf in a conference with Mr. Meade, whe 
with aftonifliment heard him defcribe the fenti- 
ments qf Mifs Barnfton and hpr family as ex- 
tremely ayerfe from him, with expreffions that 
both wounded and mortified him in a great 
degree; and piqued at what he had heard, and 
particularly hurt at Mr. Daubeny's account of 
Mifs Barnfton's condu6t, who, as he faid, deiired 
that he would put a flop to Mr. Meade's purfuit, 
he readily and inflantly difclaimed all idea of any 
future engagement, and defired that Mrs. Dai> 
beny and Mifs Barnflcm might both be called, in 
order to fet their minds at reft, and put an end 
to the fubjeft for ever; adding, that his afFeQion 
for Mr. Daubeny was fuch, (and fo it was at that 
time) that he fhould be miferable if any thing 
fhould interrupt the happinefs he enjoyed at pre- 
fent and in profpeft from the friendfhip of a 
brother-in-law, in whofe fociety he hooped to pafs 
much of his life. Mr. Daubeny earnefily infified 
en not calling in Mrs. Daubeny and Mifs Barnjon-y the 
firjly on account of her ill health ; and the latter ^ becaufe 
of the indelicacy of calling her hi on fuch an occqfion 
alone; and when Mr. Meade urged him to wave de- 
licacy for once^ he requefled and inffted that H mufi not 
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te; and holding Mr. Meade's hand, and remark- 
ing that the affair being for ever at an end, he 
defired, as a particular favour^ that the fubje£t 
fhould never again be mentioned to his wife or 
Mifs Barnfton, which Mr. Meade promifed; and 
thus was that promife obtained, with the breach 
of which he fo bitterly upbraids Mr. Meade. 

By means fimilar to thofe praftifed on Mr. 
Meade, Mr. Daubeny contrived alfo to hamper 
Mifs Birnfton with fimilar affurances or promifes, 
and with fimilar injunctions of fecrecy; fo that, as 
flie expreffed herfelf, in a letter* to her mother, 
" he feemed to have laid a fnare from the be- 
^* ginning to entrap :" and to Mrs. Gunning, in 
Oftober 1791, " Mr. Daubeny was from the be- 
*' ginning telling me that Mr, Meade had no re- 
" gard for me; and to Mr. Meade^^ that I was 
*^ not attached to him.'* 

It may be afked, what could have been Mr. 
Daubeny's motives for this violent oppofition? 
In point of fortune, of family, of age, of rank in 
life, Mr. Meade was no unfuitable match for 
Mifs Barnfton ; and as a hufbahd, no man had 
borne more affe6tionate and friendly testimony to 
his charafter than Mr. Daubeny. What could 
he objeft to, but that for reafons beft known to 
himfelf, he did not like that his fifter-in-law fliould 
marry at all 3 for as he told Mr. Meade, " (he 

♦ In Odloberi79o. 
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" had refolved never to leave him and her fiftor 
" by marrying," And as he himfelf exprefles in' 
his letter to Mifs Bamfton, " you declared that 
*• you never would facrifice me or Betfey to any 
^ man whatever *^\ 

But he now pretends, " that the objeftion^^ 
** lay with all the Barnfton family^ and with Mrs,' 
** Barnfton efpecially, who could not hear of the 
*' matter without averfion/' But how could he 
know of thefe violent objeflions?- When JVff.' 
Daubeny left England, the firft Mrs* Meade was 
(till living; and Mr. Meade's joining the party 
as a fingle man could not then be even matter of 
furmife. And can the family be fuppofed to have 
declared their fentiments of a matter, of which 
there was not a diftant probability? and of a man, 
whom they all appeared ever to like? to whom 
Mrs. Barnfton, when he left her houfe, which he 
did immediately before his going abroad, expreffed 
herfelf in terms of moft afFeftionate regards, de- 
liring, that, on his return, her houfe Ihould be 
his home. 

It had been Mr. Meade's early defign to viflt 
Italy ; and after fome heiitation the whole party 
refolved on the fame. But although a more disf 
tant refervc had taken place between him and 
Mifs Barnfton, yet it was impoffible not to fee 
that they were far from thinking of each othe^p 

t The original is ijs Mr« Meade's pofleffion.* 



as Mr. Plaubeny rcprefented ; and it was his ab* 
furd jealoufy that furthered the difcovery, and 
perhaps contributed to that end which he endea« 
vQured to prevent. He regarded their anions 
with inceffant vigilance, and on the moft iofig- 
nificaut occa^ons betrayed e^ceiJive emotions 
which are not worth relating. 

Uneafy at living under perpeti^al ^onftraint, 
IVtr. Meade determined to leave the party. But 
on mentioning his defign to Mifs Barnfton, flie 
made ufc of every argument and intreaty to de- 
tain him, urging, " that to leave Mr. Daubeny 
^^ would make the breach everlafting; that a little 
" time muft heal it; that Mr. Daubeny's temper 
^* was peculiar; and asfhe bore it, flie requefted; 
" Mr. Meade to do fo too. She was miferable, 
^* fhe faid, at the thought of occafioning a breach 
" between brothers, who had met in fuch affec- 
^* tion and harmony; and ihe fuggefted another 
'^argument, which (he Ijnew n)i)ft have greal; 
" influence on Mr. IVfeade." But Mr. Daubeny 's 
behaviour growing ftill more .ofFenfive, Mr. Meade 
would bjear it no longer^ and at Geneva declared 
his intention of ftaying behind, in order to learr^ 
Italian, before he crojQTed the Alp^. B»t Mrs. 
Daubeny fpoke to Mifs Barnftoq on the fubjeO:, 
who told her that Mf . Daiibeny's altered condufi; 
^as no doubt tl^e caufe : and an explanation 
staking place, ai^d a^ wiping in requefting Mr> 



1|(|€^de at lead to crofs tbe Alps, he cojofentad 
to proceed. 

It is unneceffary to relate the behaviour of 
Mr. Dauberiy, at the leaft m^xk of dvUity ihewa 
by Mifs JJarnfton to Mr. Me^de; who. at length 
availing himfelf of an appprlunity to ^Dquire of 
her iatp the caufe of Mr. Daubeiay's unaccoiMV- 
table condu^, the wbol^ piaa of his mifreprefen- 
tations was difcovered. ^^ A time would come^'* 
Ailifs 3ftrnfto.n fa.id," whec flie flaould fpeakoutj*^ 
*' tb.^t neither her mother or her friends would be 
^^ difpl^afed at Mr. Meade's atteotions to her;** 
and " for berfelf, Mr. Daubeny well knew fbe 
** \vas far from being unhappy at them.** " But,** 
ih^ aflced, " why Mr. Meade fhould have fpoken 
VjS? 4ifre.sfif£lfMlly of her, as he bad done to Mr. 

^/ DaubPPy V 

\X was impoffible not to perceive immediately, 
1ih<? p^rt Mr. Datib^ny had been afting by bpth, 
Mifreprefenting each to the other, he availed 
birafelf of thi^ fifterly afFefition of one, and of the 
unbounded confidence of the other; and having 
§ntangj§d th^m with declarations which he con- 
flrued into irrevocable pjomifes, he laid his plan 
fe^ keep them always in ignorance, by drift in- 
j^nftions of fecrecy. Mr. Meade defired inftantly 
tp fpeak to him, not in confidence, but in reproachj 
Vat, Mifs B^rnilon knew his temper too well to 
Xl^ntniaei qvk it> (uhjed as fhe ^as to him while the]F 



C ^6 2 

were travelling. Mr. Daubeny Was entitled to na 
particular refpeft or confidence. They owed 
him no duties, nor would any breach of hofpita- 
lity have been committed ; for the party was all 
equal, men and women, brothers and fitters, tra- 
velling together at a joint expence. But Mifs 
Barnfton convinced Mr. Meade that nothings 
would make her fo unhappy at prefent, or give 
Mr. Daubeny fuch an opportunity of prejudicing 
by letters her family againft Mr. Meade, as open- 
ing herfelf to Mr. Daubeny in reproach, or other-' 
wife. She refolved therefore, from neceflSty, to' 
adopt the painful plan of drift referve, while (he 
Ihould remain abroad; taking every opportunity 
of correfponding and converfing with Mr. Meade 
that was poffible, without alarming Mr. Daubeny's 
jealoufy or fufpicions.^ Mr. Meade quitted the 
party fome months after, and Mr. Daubeny and 
he parted, not with much cordiality, but with 
decent civility and reciprocal good wifhes. 

Whatever may have been the ftate of Mifs 
Barnfton's aifeftions, fhe returned to England free 
to difpofe of herfelf or not ; as flie proved, when 
Mr. Meade afterwards propbfed to hen 
, Mr. Meade having arrived from the Continent 
a few weeks after Mr. Daubeny, and being affured . 
by Mifs Barnfton of her affefilions, in compliance 
with her advice to addrefs her openly, he went to 
j^ath fpr the purpofe, and called at her mother*^ 
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houfe to breakfaft. But he was foon convincedt 
that the ground had been pre-occupied, and Mr, 
Daubeny*s prefence prevented his opening him- 
felf m perfon to Mrs. Barnfton. As foon as he 
had retired, Mr. Daubeny addrpffed Mrs. Barnfton 
with angry and violent inveftives againft him, 
concluding with informing her, " that he was 
come to make propofals of' marriage for her 
daughter,"and declaring himfelf decidedly averfc 
from Mr. Meade. To this Mifs Barnfton alludedgi 
in a letter* to Mr. Daubeny a few weeks after. 

But Mifs Barnfton, -unwilling to leave her caufe 
altogether in Mr. Daubeny*s hands, and confidents 
that her mother had no perfonal obje6lions to Mr. 
Meade, foon took an opportunity of talking with 
her alone in her chamber; and having explained 
to her the ftate of her affeftions, and gently touched 
on Mr. Daubeny*s unfairnefs abroad, Mrs. Barn- 
fton replied, " My dear, you are your own miftrefs, 
** you are to pleafe yourfelf; it is your concern.*' 
^ But after what you heard Mr. Daubeny fey, 
' will you receive Mr. Meade as a fon ?' ♦* \ es^ 
" my dear, that I will." * But will you think 
' my following my inclinations a breach of duty 
* to you?* ** Not I, indeed, my dear." * But 
' you have heard. Madam, what Mr. Daubeny 
^ faid/ " Well, you muft go and perfuade him.^ 
^ Oh, Madam, I wifli I could.' 
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A^ foon as Mifs BamftcKi left her mother, fhe 
A)et Mr. Daubeny, and having told him what 
had paft, he replied^ ^' that fhe had extorted con- 
** fent ; for what could a mother do, when (lie 
*^ faw a daughter fo intereftedj tiat he knew her 
mind better }, Jke hadftrong objeSiom to Mr. Meade. 
Beiides, what did Mifs Barnllon think of kim^ 
** and his wife; were they to be facrificed?* He 
** would never aflbciate with Mr. Meade. He 
** would feparate his family for ever from her 
" mother's houfe, if Mr. Meade was admitted 
*• into it.*' Mr. Daubeny addreffed himfelf im- 
mediately to Mrs. Barnilon alfo; and, afters long 
converfation with heron the parade before her 
houfe, he appeared to have worked her up to t 
compliance with all his fentiments. 

But Mr. Meade, unacquainted witb tbefe cir- 
cumftances, had engaged the wife of bis friend, 
the Rev. Dr. Gunning, to be the bearer of pro- 
pofals to Mrs. Barnllon ; and Mrs. Guxming ac« 
cordingly waited on her the next day, and having 
ftated her bufinefs, " What can I, as a mother, 
^^ do?'* faid Mrs. Barnfton. "How can I, after 
" what Mr. Daubeny has declared, how can I 
bring divifions into my family? But my daugh- 
ter is her own miftrefs, fhe is to judge for her- 
" felf, and to pleafe herfelf.'* Mrs. GMnning 

* This Cngular expreffion occufs twice in Mr. PaubeBy's kttc? 
^ Mifs Baroit^i. See Aj?pOi4hL.. Ll . ^ 






retired, little fatisfied with the fubjeftion of thfc 
fiamily to Mr. D'aubeny, and particularly con* 
cerned that Mifs Barnfton did not decide at once 
for herfelf, as her mother had made no perfortal 
objeftions to Mr. Meade, and left her daughter 
wholly to herfelf. 

As Mrs. Gunning was retiring, Mr. Daubeny 
detained her, to jujlify himjelf for the part he 
a5led againft Mr. Meade ; which he did with fuch 
intemperance, as (hocked Mrs. Gunning ex- 
tremely;* declaring, as he had faid to Mifs Barn- 
fton, " that he would not live in the fame family 
*' with him — that Meade had got io,oool. by one 
** (ifter,t and wanted to get as much more by 
^' another." 

After a few days, Mifs Barnfton reflefting with 
much pain on the mortification to which ftife half 
expofed Mr. Meade, and learning that he was 
about to leave England, infifted on permiflion to 
fee him at her mother's houfe, to convince him 
and his conneftions, that flie perfonally mealnt iKi 
unkindnefs, nor countenanced the incivility to 
him. Great obje£Uons were made to his coming 

♦ See Mifs Barnfton'^ letter to Mr. Daubeny, written a feW 
weeks after, defciibing tins fcene.i>sv. yf 

t The reader is requefled to judge, whether Mr. Daubeny does 
not feem by thefe words to have himiielf affign<sd 4 motive whioli: 
can explain his condufli u 
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there, but Mifs Barnfton for once refifted witb 
fuccefs, and Mr. Daubeny retired to his chamber. 

During Mr. Meade's (hort vifit, Mrs. Barnfton 
came into the room, and expreffing her wifhes 
that her daughter fliould not be agitated, Mr. 
Meade in great pique declared, ** that he (hould 
" not have come to her houfe, if he had not been 
*^ invited; that he would never obtrude himfelf 

on her*s or on any family;* and that he (hould 

never come there again until he was aflced,'' 
or words to that efFeft. Mrs. Barnfton immedi- 
ately departed, and Mr. Meade foon after took 
his leave. 

Mifs Barnfton had much time to refleft on what 
was paft, and always with diftrefs. " Her nerves, J 

* The Bifhop of Lincoln dwells much on a promife alleged to 
iiave been thus made by Mr. Meade to Mrs. Barnfton, of never 
marrying Mifs Barnfton without her mother's confent ; and Mr. 
Meade is heavily charged with a breach of this promife. But if 
his Lordfhip were informed of the real circumftances, he would id 
candour have called it, not a promife, but a natural expreffion of 
pique, in coniequence of very unkind treatment: for after Mr. 
Meade had been invited to Mrs. Barnfton's houfe, and then in efte<ft 
defired to quit it, he haftily declared as is ftated in the text. But 
after two years, when Mifs Barnfton was reje^ied from her mother^! 
family y and when thofe I'elatfons and friends who adopted her, 
advifed and exhorted her to marry, it would be ftrange indeed, if 
Wr. Meade had declined to perform the part, which honour and affec- 
tion didated, on account of what paffed as above. Mr. Daubeny 
gives this incident the high colouring of a binding promife, intro- 
ducing, as Is ufual with him, a religious folemnity to accompany 
it; which Mr. Meade afferts to be merely an invention of the 
pagination. . 

X Vide letter in Jl|^phailix.ya.^7-3 
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as ihe tells her mother, ", were too much afieded 
I* to admit of her re-opening .the affair, while Mr. 

Daabeny and his party were at hand. But 
** flie refolved to do it, as her mother did not 
*' know half what paffed between Mr. Daubeny 
•* and her. She was not fatisfied. in reafon or 
** coofcience with yielding." In faft (he formed 
nefolutions and indulged hopes, and again aban- 
doned them; Mr. and Mrs. Daubeny defcribing 
their fufferings fo.as to afflift her to the foul; " Mr, 

Daubeny particularly charging her with cruelty 

tohkn."t 

Haraflfed and diflrafted, Ihe knew not what to 

• 

dp. In the mean time her health and fpirits de- 
clined, while Mr. Daubeny's influence on her 
mother and fitter (Mrs. M. Barnfton) grew daily 
ftronger. ^ My mother," fays Mifs Barnfton, in a 
letter to Mrs. Gunning, ** feems fo turned againfl: 
" Mr. Meade, by the effeft it has on Mr. Daubeny 's 
** health, that J don't wonder my health is lefs 
^' attended to/' Again, " My mother thinks Mn 
** Daubeny can never love Mr. Meade fo as to 
*** receive him as a brother. Let me intreat you, 
** if ever you mention this fubjeft, to enjoin fe- 
*' crecy about Mr. Daubeny.'* 

MiJTs Barnfton had even the pain of expoflng 
Mr. Meade a few months after to frefti infult$, by 

t See Mtfs Barnfio^'s letter to Mrs. Dvibeny. A^ 76 
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tcquefting him, with the advice ^f h*r relatidn^- 
to write to her at her mother's houfe ; fhe pfopo- 
fing to come to Bath upon it, and to make an effort 
in confequence. But Mr, Meade's letterwas not 
only intercepted, but anfwered by Mr. Daubeny 
with a torrent of infult and abufe. And Mr. 
Daubeny had the addrefs to perfuade Mrs. Barn- 
fton, that what Mr. Me^de thus did at the requeff 
of her daughter, and others of her neareft relationsr, 
was an injury and an infult td Mrs, Barnfton, and 
a violation of honour and conference. 

But the time was coming when the hardffiip of 
fubjefting an amiable woman, independent in 
her fortune, to the controul of a br6ther-iri-la"w, 
in a point moft effential to her happinefs, and 6\i 
which her age and her underftanding rendered 
her competent to judge, could not help ftrikifa|f 
every reafonable perfon, 

Mift Barnfton had for fome time fluftuafed be^ 
twe^n a regard to her own happinefs, and an 
habitual fubmiflion to Mr. Daubeny's influence on 
her family. But feeing that' no a'rgumerits^ or 
cohfideration for her had effeft oh him, fhe de- 
termined at length to a6l for herfelf; It was 
never denied " tliat her mother d^dif ed her to be 
*' her own miftrefs, and that M^f. Meade would 
^' be received as her fon-in-laW."*^ B^ut (he knew 

* Mri BarnllSpn*s letter In 1796, quotedf hereafter. 
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much more ; " that her mother did once abfo* 
" lately give her full and free confent 5" and, 
** that not one fpecific obje6lion was ever made 
" to Mr- Meade on her mother'^ account." 

In confequence therefore of her determination 
to a£l for herfelf, fhe came from her uncle's houfe 
to Bath in January 1791, accompanied by fome 
of her uncle's family, who were anxious that her 
mother fhould fee the whole affair in a true and 
fair light. But the Bifhop of Lincoln argues, 
^* that fhe having ^iven way at that time to her 
•* mothery therefore that any Hander fhe might 
** afterwards have heard, could not be a caufe 
" of her hot marrying at a future time." On this 
ground Mr. Meade meets the Bifhop; and would 
rejoice, if on this, or oh any one point, his Lord- 
fhip would take his fland like a man; prove its 
truth, or acknowledge its falfehood, to fpare the 
fharae of endlefs contention. Mifs Barnflon did 
give way at that time, but certainly not to her mo^ 
ther. Her mother was not even fpoken to, when 
fhe gave up. Her relations were prevented from 
taking any fleps for her by the circulation of whis- 
pers refpeAing a will, for which they were wholly 
unprepared, and which were fo alarming, that 
they thought it needlefs even to mention to Mrs. 
Barnflon the obje6t that brought them to Bath. 
As they are at this time alive and well, they can 
themfelves inform the Bifhop of the fa£t. * Thefe 
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whifpers were firft conveyed at the time to Mifs 
Barnfton by a Dr.Hanfter,a phyfician, who airarcd 
her " that Mr. Meade's charafter was loli, and 
^* that her perfifting in her attachment to him 
** would kill her mother/' Dr. Hanfter was a 
foreignevy who knew nothing of Mr. Meade, but 
from Mr. Daubeny, in whofe houfe he was a 
vifitor, and from whence he ufually went every 
day to vifit Mrs. Barnfton ! 

Mifs Barnfton then yielded without an effort, 
notwithftanding her refolutions^ but fhe cau- 
tioufly avoided even to hint to thofe under Mr. 
Daubeny's influence, that flie did fo on account 
of the flander 5 which would in faft have been 
to tinite with thofe who were aftive againft Mr. 
Meade, in deftroying his charafter. She therefore 
let it be underftood that ftie gave way on account 
of her mother y and for family peace; without faying 
a word of the flander, by which flie knew that 
her mother and the others of her family were 
poifoned. For it was then, as ever afterwards, 
her earneft defire to conceal as much as flic could 
from thofe who propagated thefe ftories, the ef- 
fe£l they had on her own mind, or the perfuafion 
flie had of their effeft on others ; for, as ftie ex- 
preffed herfef in a letter to the Rev. Mr. Hooker, 
Triumph as it feems t6 Mr. Daubeny, to me 
it only tjonveys horror and agitation." Thofe 
in her confid^ence, not thofe who were praftifing 
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againft her happineCs» were made acquainted all 
through with every fentiment of her heart, as ap- 
pears by her letters to them^ which have been 
already printed,* and will appear again. 

Having thus given up all expe&ation, with a 
profpeft fo hopelefs, and having her choice of two 
reafons to affign for yielding, fhe faid, ** that it 

was on account of Aer mothn^s quiet and hafifii" 

nefs'y* for fhe faw no occafion to fay more. 

It thus appears that Mifs Batnfton's heart had 
a fevere conflift to fufFer, in the early part of the 
bufinefs, between afFeftion for a man, whom, after 
fixteen years acquaintance, fhe had chofen for her 
hufband; and fubmiffion to a mother, who, after 
having once confented, was unjuftly and cruelly 
biaffed againft him by one w'hom till that time 
fhe believed to be her fincerefl and moft afFeft- 
ionate friend. Her mother's confent had been 
no fooner given, than Mr. Daubeny declared that 
he would break up all cohnedtion with the family 
forever if Mr. Meade was received into it; and 
Mifs Barnflon, though her own miftrefe, had 
given way to prfeferve family peace ; hoping that 
time, and the facrifice fhe endieavouTed to mdike, 
would foften Mr. Daubeny's refentment, and re^ 
move the objeftions he had raifed againft Mr. 
Meade; and that the affair might be re-afTuriied 
tmder more favourable circmmftances. But Mr. 

• In Mr. Meade's "paiiipiaet, in 1794. 

D 2 
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** affair into a court of law."* After this it was, 
that for fome months every letter Mifs Barnfton 
wrote to her confidential friends exprefled the 
anguifli of her mind, and the heavy charges againft 
Mr, Meade. It was about thfs time that her coufin 
Mr. Ravenhill advifed her " to guard herfelf in 
" the will affair;" and that Mr. Hooker told her, 
" that if every thing elfe could be made eafy, the 
^* will' affair could never be cleared up;" " that 
" he advifed her to guard herfelf with caution;" 
and told her, " that he underflood from Mr. 
*^ Daubeny, that Mr. Meade's friends, Coham and 
^* Blayney, had declared themfelves unfavourably 
** towards him." It was about this time alfo that 
her aunt Ravenhill told her, " either that Mr. 
** Meade was a very bad man, or a very injured 
'' man." 

It availed Mifs Barnflon nothing that in fome 
timefhe herfelf fawreafons to believe him innocent. 
The mifchief was done. Had (he thought of 
marrying Mr. Meade, not one of her family could 
pr would have acknowledged him as a man of 
charader; a few of them might afterwards have 
wifhed any end put to fo difgraceful a contefl, 
when the caufe was going into a court of law; 
but not one would have openly acknowledged 
him to be a man of charaftcr, or have taken any 
ilep that would mark him as fuch. And when 

I pri^oal^ m Mr« Meade's pofii^ifiQD* 
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Mrs. Gunning, with the, beft intentions to ^l 
parties, " advifed Mifs Barnfton to marry Mr. 
*^ Meade ;" (he replied, *^ that (he could never 
*^ think of marrying a man whofe character was 
" under fuch a cloud." 

Detennined, however, as flie was, not to marry 
him, (he was equally determined not to be made 
an inftrument of giving a death-blow to his cba- 
radter; and when Mrs. Daubeny had written to 
her that Mr. Meade's brothers-m-law were going- 
to (hut their doors againft him on the will bufinefs; 
and with fevere unkindnefs infulted her about 
his charafiler, Mifs Barnfton felt it the more poign- 
antly, as (he was confcious of having always fa- 
crificed her own peace but too much to Mrs. 
Daubeny's hufband. And perfua,ded, that if it 
had not been on her account, Mr. Meade would 
never have been attacked, (he was ftill more 
wounded by Mr. Daubeny, who wrote in reproach 
and refentment to Archdeacon Coham, for ven- 
turing to fay in her family that Mr. Meade was 
innocent refpefting the will. Refolved therefore, 
at leaft, that her name and condu£l (hould not 
be made ufe of by them in purfuing Mr. Meade 
with vengeance, (he anfwered Mrs. Daubeny in 
October 1791, " that (he would not have it faid 
(meaning in the world) that (be gave Mr. Meade 
up becaufe he was infamous, but that (h^ 
yielded to her mother 5 declaring her conviction 






^* of his innocence and honour." The meaning 
of thefe expreffions is explained and confirmed 
by her conduft, and by all her letters written at 
the fame time. To Mrs. Gunning ftie wrote in 
September 1791 : — "They have broke up Mr^ 
" Meade's reputation among my friends. I can- 
** not flatter myfelf with a chance of any turn. 
" I wrote to my mother that nothing would make 
** me forget her happinefs, but that if Mr. Meade 
** was acquitted with honour^ my attachment muft 
*^ remain as before." To her mother, in the fame 
month:—" If Mr. Meade's charafter fhould be 
*^ proved clear as noon-day, my regards muft re- 
" main unchangeable." And to her aunt Raven* 
hill, in March 1792:—" I confider it neceffary to 
" my own honour and character ^ that Mr. Meade 
" fliould r/^/7r himfelf." 

But the Bifhop of Lincoln catches eagerly at 
the above detached expreflions to her fitter, and 
argues from them that the flander uttered by 
Mr. Daubeny did not injure Mr. Meade in her 
opinion, or prevent ^a marriage. But What elfe 
prevented a marriage? or fbr what other purpofe> 
but to prevent it, was the flander related by Mr* 
Daubeny, who, as the Bifliop now fays, " did 
" not believe it." Did Mifs Barnfton's private 
or partial opinion, fuppofing it to be as decided 
as flie chofe to exprefs it to her fitter, undo the ' 
ffl*e& of the calumny} wipe away fufpicions^ an4 
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teftore Mr. Meade's chara^er with her mothef, 
\^rith her connexions, and with the world? Was 
every bar removed to her plans of happinefs; and 
did ihe confider it unneceffary to her charafter 
that Mr, Meade's (hould be cleared ? The anfwer 
will be found, not only in her condufil and in her 
oath, but in the letters which ihe conftantly wrote 
after the time of hearing the flander from Mr. 
Daubeny in June 179 t.* ^* If Mr. Meade does 
*' not clear himfelf of thefe dreadful charges, I 
" forfeit my charafter in being attached to him,'* 
fays (he, in a lettertoMrs. Gunning, in July 1791. 
To Archdeacon Coham, about the fame time. 
It is a juftice I owe to myfelf to enquire and 
examine into fuch charges as now appear againft 
** Mr. Meade." To the fame, " I owe it to my 
*^ own honour to have thefe points cleared up — 
** he is now charged with robbery, perjury, and 
"forgery.". To the Rev. Mr. Hooker, " Tri- 
" umph as it feems to Mr, Daubeny, to me it 
** conveys only agitation and horror; proof alone 
** can make me yield my opinion^ whatever I may 
** do of my will and inclination'' To Mrs. Gun- 
ning, in July 179 1, " My mother cannot bear to 
** have any fubjeft between brothers and fifters 
*^ to agitate her. Mr. Daubeny fays, he has 
** fearched the matter to the bottom, and the 
** refult is, the whole family are to (hut their doors 

t The originals are io Mr. Meade's poiTdlion. 
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^ againft Mr. Meade." To the fame, « I am ftill 
defirous of proving Mr. Meade worthy of my 
regards. The inward triumph and confolation 
" this affords me, is almoft beyond the pain of 
difappointment." To the fame, " Mr. Hooker 
fays, if Mr. Meade has the fpirit of a man, he 
** muft wi(h to clear himfelf in the eyes of my 
«« friends, or I forfeit my charafler in being at- 
" tached to him. He owes it to me, and to 
« himfelf. My friends are perfuaded that Mr. 
« Daubeny only regards my happinefs." To the 
Rev. Mr. Meade, " Sir, if you regard your own 
« honour, and that of your brother and family, 
^' defire all his refpe£table friends to give tefti- 
** mony to the world of his charafter. Do not 
« conceal an atom of what is alleged, as it leads 
" to fufpicion. My friends fuppofe him guilty 
" of the loweft, bafeft crimes. It is not enough 
" for me that his moral honefty is proved; I 
*^ would have it appear to the world, that to 
" fufpe£t fuch a man as your brother is calumny.'* 
To her Mother in September 1791, " Should 
** Mr. Meade prove guilty of one of thofe heavy 
^' charges, my regard muft vani(h of courfe; as 
" 1 truft it is impoflible I could ever Jove vice 
" under any form; but fliould his charafler 
<* be proved clear as noon-day, I confefs my re-, 
" gards muft remain unchangeable/* To her 
Aunt Ravenhill, a few months later, " I look 
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** upon it as neceffary to my charafter as his 
** own, that he clears himfelf, and I have ever 
^' told him fo.'* 

Can there be a doubt then, that (he not onlv 
heard the flander, but that it afFedled her mind 
and conduct? Was the (hocking crime of perjury 
ever imputed to a Chriftian woman on more fri- 
volous grounds? 

When queftioned on her oath, why (lie had not 
married Mr, Meade, (he declared that the flander 
againft his charafiler was the caufe. Slander, the 
origin of which (lie never pretended to account 
for; but which (he (irft heard vaguely and in 
whifpers from I>r. Hanfter, but afterwards in full 
particulars from Mr. Daubeny : the effeft of this 
flander on her mother, on her connexions, and on 
herfelf, as well as on the world, this prevented 
her marrying Mr. Meade. 

*^ 1 know," fays (he in a letter to Mrs. Raven- 
hill, " the poifon of fufpicion that has been fpread 
** on your mind, and on my mother's.-* 

*' My friends," fays (he to Mr. Hooker, in July 
1 79 1, " are perfuaded into a belief that Mr. 
** Meade is the moft execrable villain on earth." 

Mrs. Barnfton, in September 179 1, writes to 
Mifs Barnfton, " the thoughts of Mr. Meade 

coming into my family a(Hifts my heart; nothing 

can juftify his conduft." In Oftober 1791* 
Archdeacon Coham wrote to Mifs Barnfton, *'Mr, 
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*' Meade is now with me, but if he fhould not 
«' clear himfelf, my doprs muft be ihut to 
" him. I (hall urge him to the niceft inveftigation. 
" From the long habit of friend fliip, from the * 
^' thorough knowledge I had of him and his wife, 
" I reft under the fuUeft conviftion of his inno« 
•* cence, and no labour of mine ftiall be wanting 
** to make it appear to the world." 

How Mrs. Barnfton's mind was really poifoned 
by the flander, is nothing to Mrs. Meade. She 
believed it was fo poifoned, and had reafon to be 
convinced of it; and before the Biftiop of Lincoln 
Ihould have prefumed to pronounce as he did 
againft Mrs. Meade, he ought to have known, 
whether or not (he intended to facrifice herfelf to 
Mr. Daubeny's influence over her mother, if no 
flander had been uttered againft Mr. Meade, and 
aflfefted his charafter. When Mifs "Barnfton was 
a(ked in Court, whether (he (hould marry Mr. 
Meade after the trial; (he could not anfwer a 
queftion which depended on the verdict, and 
therefore declined it. But it was probably fup- 
pofed from thence, as well as from the impreflion 
the trial made, that the marriage was not irrepa- 
rably loft. But it was admitted that it had been 
prevented, and the Jury brought in their verdift 
accordingly, with 500I. damages, exprefsly for 
the Jlander, and for the lofs of marriage. But if 

they hc^d fuppofed that tho maniage was 
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abfolutely and for ever loft, the damages would 
have been for many thoufand pounds. 

The Bifliop's injinuation that Mifs Barnfton fwore 
that the marriage was altogether hft, feems only 
defigned for the fake of the (hocking imputations 
that follow. If (he wanted proof againft his 
Lord(hip, he himfelf fupplies it, that (he fwore 
no fuch thing; when he recites, that on being 
a(ked whether (he (hould marry Mr. Meade or 
not after the trial, (he neither anfwered yes or no, 

Mifs Barnfton's mifery at its being a trial at law ^ 
and not before friends, will be hereafter explained. 
But never was an appeal to law more ncceflfary! 
Until it took place, no relation could fupport her 
choice, no friend could confcientioufly juftify hen 
Even that excellent man who a£led as her father| 
even he would not have performed that ofl[ice, if 
Mr. Meade had not (irft eftabli(hed his charader 
by bringing it to the proof.* Lord Kenyon ex-, 
prefsly declared that Mr. Meade could not do 
otherwife ; and the Bi(hop of Durham himfelf, 
whom Mr. Daubeny confulted eleven years ago, 
as his bi(hop, gave it under his hand, after atten- 
tively examining both (ides, ** that it was not 
•* owing to Mr. Meade or his friends, that (he 
*^ trial was not a private and amicable one."f 

• See Mr. Goddard's letter. /i^ / 3 3 
t The original is in Mr. Meade's pofleiEoQ. 
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But the neceffity of a trial at law has beert 
proved by the event. For if, in oppofition to a 
verdift ^efore Lord Kenyon and a fpecial jury, 
Mr. Daubeny has ftill ventured to infinuate his 
old charges under the guife of reafonable fufpi- 
cions, what would he not do if Mr, Meade had 
not appealed to the laws of his country ? Then 
would his enemies have attacked him with ibme 
colourable pretences; and afferting that he had 
facrificed his character for a wife, might charge 
him with not defending it, whea the opportunity 
was in his power. 

The infinuation that Mifs Barnfton was a party 
in going to law, is untrue. She appeared in 
court with grief and forrow, fubpcenaed like the 
reft of her family, and required on oath to give 
evidence as a witnefs. And if, not only every 
relation and friend of Mr. Meade's demanded a 
Jegal inveftigation, but if Mifs Barnfton's confi- 
dential connexions and friends were alfo equally 
earneft that (he fliould guard berfelf cautioufly, 
until the obje£t of it was cleared up; if flie her- 
felf " thought It neceffary to her own charafter,'* 
" a juftice due to her own honour," " a juftice fhe 
** owed to herfelf," that Mr. Meade fhould appear 
in the world above the fufpicion of guilt and 
infamy : if every effort made by herfelf, and by 
thofe relations who interfered to promote a mar- 
riage> on the ground of Mr. Meade being received 
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as a man of charafter, failed, becaufe the condi- 
tion could not be obtained ; what could fhe con- 
fcientioufly fay prevented her marriage with Mr. 
Meade, or what elfe can the Bifliop, or any man 
of common fenfe or honefty fay, but the effeft of 
the flander on his chara£ler ? 

The law-fuit removed all objedlion to Mn 
Meade, as was forefeen by thofe who had rea- 
fon to flatter themfelves that he fliould be able 
to defend himfelf when his caufe was brought 
before the public. 

Dr. Bridle has advifed pufliing the affair into 

a Court," fays Mrs. Gunning in a letter to Mr. 
Meade; " I am glad of it, as I know you can clear, 
** yourfelf.'* " Haften your journey to England," 
fays Archdeacon Coham," and at prefent treat the 
" fcandal with contempt ; it can pafs with none 
** but thofe that are ftrangers to your charafter.'* 

That a trial at law was neceflary, was a fub- 
jeft much deplored by Mr. Meade; for, as he 
wrote to one of his brothers-in-law, '* he would 

have thought nothing humiliating that might 

bring brothers back to friendfliip.*' But when 
threatened with " the feverity of jtifiice-j with 
*' being held up to the world in his proper co- 
" lours 'y^ what could Mr. Meade, or what would 
any man do, who had a charafter in the world 
worth defending? Thofe alone are anfwerable 
for the confequences, who invent or propagate 
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(lander; or who, hearing and giving credit and 
fan£Jion to it, and refufing, either publicly or 
privately to acknowledge their miftakes, render 
fuch legal refource unavoidable. 

But now to proceed to the Biihop's paper. 
His Lordftiip, diftruftful, as it (hould feem, o( 
proving againft Mrs. Meade, all he endeavours ta 
prove, ventures to adopt the aflertion, that " fhc 
** confeffed her own criminality, at an interview 
" fhe had with her mother ; and that Mr. Dau- 
** beny, and two ladies, wrote accounts of what 
" paflfed there, which agreed in fubftance,* witi^ 
" au: their having feen each other* s writing tillfinifhed.*^ 
Suppofing this laft to he true^ does it prove that 
there was no previous agreement, no under- 
ftanding between them } How came declared 
enemies of Mrs. Meade into her mother's room, 
when fhe went, after an abfence of thirteen years, 
to implore her bleffing, and had a previous promife of 

* The Bifhop is miilaken. The three accounts do not agrees 
Mrs. Meade finds proof even in the teftimony of her enemies to 
protedl her. Mr. Day, a refpeiStable niagiftrate near Bath, having 
feen the Mifs Mafops' account, was of opinion, that even their 
own report did not convey to his mind any idea that Mrs. Meade 
made the confefHon as imputed to her. Yet Mr. DaubT^ny's ac- 
count roundly afferts, " that Mrs. Meade admitted that Jhe gained 
** a verdict for Mr. Meadcy by her own notorioujly falfe evidence J"^ 
And a third account, namely Mrs. M. Bamfbon's, makes Mrs. 
Meade's not confejing, a ground for fliutting her mother's dowi 
againft her and her children* 
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feeing her alone P How came threi perfonij, living 
much together, to draw a formal ftatement of fuch 

r 

-a fcene at alK without previous concert? What 
did they go ftt f Why Were utter ftrangers to 
Mrs. Meade felefted to furprife her? If witneffes 
were neceffary, why not have fome unprejudiced 
relations, or family connexion, or friends, or fome 
temperate clergyman, rather than two ladies, new 
acquaintances of the family, but who had diftin- 
guiflied themfelvcs as moft determined opponents 
of Mrs. Meade, and fticklers for Mr. Daubeny? 
But let any one fuppofe bimfelf placed in Mrs. 
Meade's fituation at that interview, and then judge 
of her danger! With much difficulty and ad^ 
drefs fhe had, once in twelve years, obtained a 
promife to fee her mother, and to fee her altme. 
She had ftated* her objefil to be " to throw her- 
^^ felf at her feet, to folicit her bleffing for herfelf 
" and her children > and to entreat her influence 
" in reconciling the family." Contrary to pro- 
mife and to honour, fhe found herfelf introduced 
by furprife, without friend or witnefs, into a room 
with five perfons, who had taken a decided part 
againft her charafter ; perfons, who from that part 
which they had taken againft her, could not be 
confidered admiffible as witnefles; one being a 
party, another the wife of the party, the third, for 

• In a letter to her mother, the week before* 

£ 
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twelve years the rood ufeful and decided partifan, 
and the two Mifs Mafons, whom Mrs. Meade 
had never before feen, having diftinguifhed them- 
felves as Mr. Daubeny's moft zealous advocates 
and fupporters, depofitaries of his papers, em- 
barked in his caufe, and having on other occafions 
been led by their ardour againft Mr. and Mrs. 
Meade to fuch lengths, as to carry the fubjefi: 
into their neighbourhood in the country,* with a 
degree of heat and earneftnefs, as if they had 
been aQually principals in it. 

If all this appear found to the Bifliop of Lin- 
coln, he probably (lands alone in his judgment. 
The Bifliop fays,f " that Mrs. Meade fwore 
that her mother gave her full and free confent 
to her marrying, but that in confequence of 
*^ what Mr. Daubeny ftated to her in June, 1791, 
** flie gave it up ;" and on this foundation of fand, 
his Lordfliip, with great induftry, eredls a fuper- 
ftrufture, which a breath overturns. 

How his Lordfliip was led into this fliatement, 
is not eafy to fay ; certain it is that he ftumbles 
at the very threfliold, his whole argument refting 
on a confufion, intrpduced by a dextrous fup- 
preflion of dates. 

Mifs Barnflon ftated her mother's confent to 
be given in June, 1790; and Mr. Daubeny's con- 

• At Orcbardleigh. t See Appendix. 
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verfation with her, to which the Bifliop alludes, 
to have been in June, 1791. Does the Bifliop 
mean that flie did not marry in June, 1790, be- 
caufe of flander which flie was to hear in June, 
1 79 1? Would a Court or Jury tolerate fuch 
nonfenfe? The manifefto itfelf, (i. e. a paper 
SIGNED by Mrs. Barnfton, and beginning with 
WHEREAS) which the Bifliop quotes fo empha- 
tically, and which he feems to confider as Mrs. 
Barnfton's, becaufe it is faid to be signed by her, 
even that admits, " that the marriage was given 
•* up twice in that interval/' Of courfe Mifs 
Barnfton muft have refumed her intentions of 
marrying after 1790, and fomething muft have 
prevented her. And before his Lordfliip cau 
fucceed in his endeavours to prove Mrs. Meade 
perjured, he muft prove, " that he knew her 
" heart better than herfelf/' and " that after the 
fpring of 1 79 1, ftie never had thoughts of mar- 
rying Mr. Meade, and that calumny had no 
efFcft upon her." But of that, thofe will judge 
who have read the preceding account, with the 
following extrafls from her letters written after 
that period, and immediately after flie had heard 
the charges againft Mr. Meade in June 1791, 
from Mr. Daubeny. To Mrs. Gunning,* in July 

'• The originals are in Mr. Meade's pofleflion, having fortunately 
been indorfed, and fet by, by the Rev. Dr. Gunning* who gave them- 
(o Mr. Meade. 

E 2 
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1791, •* a friend of mine is unhappy, left I {hould 
make engagements before Mr. Meade's inno- 
cence is proved. If he does not clear himfelf 
of thofe dreadful charges, / forfeit my charaEter 
in ieing attacked to him.^^ In another letter to 
the fame, July 1791, " I can hear nothing openly 
** of Mr. Meade's vindication or condemnation 
" but by Mr. Daubeny, who has already palTed 
" fuch decifive fentence, that be thinks it wilful 
^ obftinacy not to believe what he and his bro- 
" thers think fuch ftrong proofs. Thofe that 
*^ know him will not believe that for the fake of 
giving away a few hundreds, he would be guilty 
of perjury, forgery, and other dreadful crimes. 
The Daubenys and my family alone will think 
him guilty. It feems the Daubenyshave thought 
fit to convey their fufpicions to Mr. Coham and 
Dr. Blayney." Again to the fame, in the fame 
month, " Mr. Hooker fays, that I fhould tell my 
" family that the peace of my mind depends on Mr. 
^* Meade* s clearing himfelf ^ To Archdeacon Co^ 
ham, in July 1791, " it is zjuflice I owe to fnyfelf 
to enquire and examine into fuch charges as 
now appear againft Mr. Meade ; it would ill be- 
come a woman of thirty years of age to be 
blindly attached to a per f on ^ who, if proved guilty 
of fuch perfidious villainy, ought to be defef te4 
by friends and foes." To Mrs. Daubeny, ii^ 
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July 1 791, '^ do not think me obtUnately bent an 
<^ ihutting my eyes; I fliould abhor villainy as 
« much as you, in any one/' To the Rev. Mn 
Hooker, in July 1791, "it is not enough that my 
" friends are perfuaded into a belief that Mr. 
<* Meade is the moft execrable villain on earthy 
** guilty of perjury, forgery, hypocrify, and deceit; 
** / am called u/ion to hear thefe dreadftd charges^ 
*' Nor (hall I wonder at your being impreffed withr 
^^ doubt and apprehenfion that I am blinded, and 
** that Mr. Daubeny is right. But you know me 
too well to believe that ai^ partiality could fcrct 
me to unite myfelf to vice; or- induce me, at the 
age of thirty-one, to take as a hujband a man I 
could even doubt of being guilty of fuch dread** 
^* ful crimes?"* 

In July 1 79 1, Mrs. Gunning wrote to Mr. 
Meade, " How am I ihocked at the perfecutton 
** I hear is carried on againft you ! For God's * 
fake come as foon as you can to England, and 
clear yourfelf. Regard nothing fo much as 
your charader. They have written, Mifs Barn^ 
fton tells me, to Mr. Coham and Dr. Blayney. 
<^ Dr. Bridle has advifed them to puih it in a 

* The originals of thefe letters are ftiB in exiftenc^ and for ^e 
tnoft part in Mr. Meade's pofleiEon. Except Archdeacon Coham, 
the parties are living; but he, as well as Dr. Blayney conveyed tqt* 
Vx. Meade ^hat papers they had on th^ fubjedt^ 
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" Court * I am not forry for it, as I know 
** you can clear yourfelf. I believe you have 
** been fadly fet forth to Mr. S. Mifs Barnfton 
fays, they now accufe you of forgery. I would 
do but every thing to gain my charafler. It ou 
have been too long mild. I know you will 
take what I fay as it is meant; and I affure 
you that things are gone fo far, that your pre- 
fence is abfolutely neceffary. Your only bufi- 
nefs is to prove what they fay about the will to 
** be falfe: and when that is fettled, and your 
innocence is cleared, what objeflions can (he 
have to make you and herfelf fatisfadtion ? 
But fhe fays it will be impoffible for them ever 
*' to be reconciled. I am fhocked at the agita- 
*^ tjons into which Mifs Barnfton is continually 
'^ thrown." 

When it is confidered that all thefe letters,f 
and a great many more to the fame effeft, were 
written after the end of June 1791, that is, imme- 

* This was probably another impolition on Mifs Barnfton, Dr. 
Bridle having mentioned Mr. Meade with friendfhip in his will, and 
left him a legacy. 

t The following is an extraft from Mifs Bamfton's journal, in a 
note which (he conveyed at the time to Mrs. Gunning. June. After 
jreciting two meffages from Mr. Daubeny, and having at length 
gone to his houfe, and ftated what he. had told her there, fhe adds, 
** that fhe had never before heard the affair from himfelf, and that 
** fhe fhould have been reproached if fhe fhut her ears from convi6Hon. 
« The evidence colledled would ftartle himfelf, (Mr. Meade) if h^ 
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diately after Mifs Barnfton's hearing the flander 
from Mr. Daubenyj the world will judge whe- 
ther (he was not attached to Mr. Meade, and 
whether (he did not hear certain ihocking and 
alarming charges againft him, and whether, as 
fhe declared upon oath, her mind and her conduft 
were npt influenced by the elFeft which thcfe 
flandcrous charges produced.. 

Of the Manifefto signed by Mrs. Barnfton, and 
brought forward by the Bifliop of Lincoln, it is 
right to take fome notice. And as his Lordfliip 
(who never faw her) afferts that flie was in full 
pofleffion of her faculties, why was it onVj figned 
by her } Who drew it up ? The author peeps out 
whole-length in the very firft word, (" IVbereas*^) 
as in every line afterwards. But the Bifhop, an- 

** was to hear it. Suppofing all to be true, it feems impoffible to 
" ftand out againft convi<5lion — it figniiies nothing holding out — it 
*^ is Uindnefs and folly — fads are plain ; and I am not facrificing 
•* to the anger of a prejudiced brother; for whoever calls on him 
** to give his objedlions, they are ready on black and white, for 
** their convi<5tion.'* 

Again, July. " Mr. Daubeny was forry to fee by my looks the 
" fubjedl ftill preyed on my mind; he opened the converfation at 
♦< my Aunt's to pin me down. I could receive nothing but morti- 
** fication to hear Mr. Meade's charadter fet forth before my Aunt, 
•* who I am fure is taught to believe Mr. Meade guilty, by her 
** anxiety that he fhould clear himfelf. 

" Mr. Daubeny is gone to Bradley — what quiet and peace have 
** I had fince ! My mother and I could go on thus for ever. If 
" Mr. Meade does not call on his accufers, they will call on him^ 
•* the fignature, — ^Anne being turned oiit of the room, is odd. Some 
" fatisfaaion I muft have, for it is imppffible not to be anxious to 
** a degree." 
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ticipating fufpicions, fays, *' that it was written 
** iefore Mr. Daubenf^ return from London after 
** the trial." A perfon was convifted forae years 
agoof poifoning a baronet, principally from faying, 
^^ Remember, Gardener, I was in fuch a place at 
" fuch an hour." 

But did not the pod bring an account to Mrs. 
Barnfton, before Mr. Daubeny's return, even " of 

Mr. H. Sawbridge* (baking hands with her 

daughter on coming out of Court." And why 
iliould not a copy of a manifefto be as eafily fent?f 
But compare it with Mr. Daubeny's manifefto in 
Mr. Meade's pamphlet, J or with any of Mrs. 
Barnfton's own letters or writings, and all doubt 
vanifties ! 

But the Bifhop of Lincoln, to give importance, 
as it fhould feem, to this paper, avers with pom- 
pous formality, " that it was dated the iitb of June ^ 
'* 1792, ^?«^ SIGNED by herJelfV^ 

This manifefto fays, *^ that Mr. Daubeny did 
" not influence Mrs. Barnfton againft Mr. Meade.'* 
But the affertion is fo contrary to known fafts, 
that it is not worth notice* What elfe, or who 



* See the Bifhop of Lincoln's paper, in the Appendix. 

t But to bring the point of evidence to any thmg like an equa* 
lity with Mrs. Msade's, will any onefiuear that the manifefto was 
not prepared by others^fbr Mrs. Barnfton xx>Jign? 

X Page 100. 
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elfe, influenced her? What other caufc did Mrs* 
Barnfton affign to Mrs. Gunning? What did 
Mr. Daubeny himfelf affign to Mrs. Gunning, 
when he endeavoured to juftify himfelf? What 
does Mrs. Barnfton herfelf mean in this manifefto, 
wh^n her chief objeflion to Mr. Meade is, hi$ 
conduft as reprefented by Mr. Daubeny ? What 
did Mrs. M. Barnfton mean, the laft time Mr. 
Meade fpoke to her in prefencc of Mifs Barnfton^ 
in July 1 790, when giving him her hand flie faid» 
<* Why did you not come home at once from the 
" Continent, and fpeak to my mother in the firik 
** place, and all would have been eafy ?'* 

As to engagements between Mr. Meade and 
Mifs Barnfton in private, to correfpond with each 
other, how will any one venture to affert what 
engagement paffed between two perfons alone ? 
The faft is not true. And as for Mr. Meade*s 
ufing Mrs. Barnfton ill, he defies the ingenuity 
of malice to point out the fmalleft inftance, in 
which he ever treated her but with marked re* 
fpeft and regard. 

In this manifefto, which is indeed a melancholy 
exhibition of weaknefs and delufion, the only 
pertinent part is what relates to the €onfent\ the 
reft is mere affertion of what Mrs. Barnfton had 
been toldy and would not or could not inquire 
into. Mrs. Barnfton's mind had been filled with 
prejudices againft her daughter, and the Bilhop 
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would have thefe prejudices received as proofs. 
On the authority of ajfertions in thefe papers, his 
Lordfliip argues that MifsBarnfton never received 
her mother's confent to marry, and therefore that 
fhe was perjured.* But the falfehood of this 
fhocking charge was fully explained eleven years 
ago, in a pamphlet which Mr. Meade then wrote 
in reply, to one by Mr. Daubeny. 

It was with inexpreffible grief and horror that 
Mrs. Meade then heard that her beloved and ho- 
noured mother had been prevailed on, by the 
afcendancy which Mr. Daubeny had over her 
mind, to throw her weight into the fcale againil 
her child, who for more than thirty years had 
poffeffed her unbounded love and confidence, and 
to difclaim the account of that confent as un- 
true, and merely fabricated for the occafion. Mrs; 
Meade had too much reverence for her mother, 

■ 

* The infatuation of Mr. Daubeny's partifans would indeed be 
miaccountable in drawing this aflFair again into public view, but that 
tl>ey fcem to flatter themfelves that a paper Jigned by a mdther 
againA her daughter is an argument which muft dagger people. 
IJut when this very paper is fairly and fully conlidered, it will pro- 
bably turn out to be an argument of no fmall weight againft them- 
felves. They probably build alfo on the death of Mr. Meade's 
witneflqs and friend?. Th§ lofs of thefe laft is indeed fuch as he 
fliall ever feel ; but his caufe is ftill fecure. They have left their 
teftimonies for his protedion. The documents and authorities re- 
ferred to are in Mr. Meade's poffeflion : they were fortunately 
preferved by the good fenfe of thofe in whofe hands they were. 
Where the few original letters in the hands of Mr.Daubeny's friends 
are quoted, it is from the original drafts ia Mr. M^a4e's pofleifioQ« 
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and too high an opinion of her intentional vera- 
city, to fuppofe that fhe did not believe what (he 
then wrote ; fnpfiofing that Jhe did really write it. 
But fome allowance is to be made for want of 
recolleftion in regard to a tranfa£lion of more than 
two years {landing, and the failure of memory in 
an aged woman, between feventy and eighty, 
whofe memory, never good, latterly failed her 
manifeftly.* Nor is her fimple denial, with a view 
to fupport Mr. D^ubeny, to be fet in oppofition 
to the beft evidence that can be had, where no 
witnefs was prefent; and alfo againft the folemn 
uncontradifted oath of a thinking and religious 
woman, fupportdd alfo by reafon^ common fenfe, 
and natural feeling. But haraffed with the fub- 
je£l as Mrs. Barnfton was, at a very advanced 
iage,and every day more and more irritated againft 
Mr. and Mrs. Meade; furrounded by perfons 
devoted to Mr. Daubeny, and fubjeft to him; 
prepoffeffed by his paffion, and corrupted by his 
prejudices, fhe forgot every thing, or faw every 
thing through a falfe medium, and gave herfelf 
up wholly to Mr. Daubeny : fo that, asMrs. Meade's 
much-loved brother-in-law Mr. Sikes wrote to her 
in July 1 793, when " I attempted to interfere, and 
^* fuggefted to Mrs. Barnfton that miftakes might 

* If the BiOiop want evidence of this, Mr. Meade can fatisfy him 
by the teflimony of the moil difpaffionate and the molt competent 
'ivitncfk 



i: 60 1 

^ have occurred, (he ftopped me Ibort, snd 
^ would hear nothing." And other branches <^ 
the family having made fimilar efforts had the 
like ill fuccefs. And to fuch a pafs was Mr» 
Daubeny's influence at length openly carried^that 
Mrs. Meade was direded *^ to addrefs ra him way 
•* letters fhe may have to write to her mother ia 
" future;" proving what the fagacious Mr. Burke 
obferves, " thai if we fiermit any perfon to tell us 
" his fiory morning and evemng for one tweivemontbp, 
** he will become our mqfier*^ Mrs. Bamfion poffibly 
fors^ot alfo that fhe told Mrs. Gunning, at the 
firfi ai^Ucation to her, that '^ her only obje£iioii 
was on account of Mr. Daubeny \ and that 
fhe f^ver made one folid objection of her own 
at any time to Mr. Meade*" She forgot perhaps 
that her houfe was once as hrs home; and that 
while he travelled with her daughter, fhe was toM 
by ^^s. Gunning and Mrs. Coham, that it was 
faid they were to make a match, and that fhe 
received the account with merely remarking, that 
(he had not heard of it; and then, as at all time5» 
fpeaking of Mr. Meade with kindnefs and efteem. 
The converfation between Mifs Bamllon and 
her mother when the confent was given, took 
place in June 1790. Mifs Barnfton mentioned 
it to Mr. Daubeny immediately, who faid, '* that 
" he knew her mind better ;" and afked her, " what 
•* did fhe think of hina and his wife; were they ta 
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^ he ft^r^kadf'* Sbt inGationed it, md^uded to 
it in letters to her mothef* and others, about 
that time, and none of them thought of denying 
it until after the trial, when it was confidered as 
neceflkiy to Mr« Danbeny that it ihould be denied. 
She told it to Mrs. WiMiam Sawbridge at a time 
when it was tmpofiifole to forefee that fuch com- 
munication coiild have any confequence ; to the 
Rev. Henry Sawbridge, of Wickham, as appears 
by his letter ; to her coufins at Haddon, who weft 
remember it ; and to her fifter Mrs.Sikes, who, tho^ 
warmly in Mr. Daubeny's intereft, had the jufticc 
and humanity to declare it, when applied to. 

Extras of a Letter from Mrs. Wm. Sawbridge. 

•* My dear Mrs. Meade, Wefton,Oa. 27, 1 79 j* 

** I remember hearing at Haddon, fome time 
** between the months of July 1 790, and February 
1 791, of the converfation having pafled between 
you and Mrs. Bamfton, You left Haddon,f I 
" believe, in February 1 791, with full expefiatiou 
** of reconciling all parties,!}; 

*^ Very fincerely and very affeftionately, 

" Tour's, Mary Sawbrii>ge.'* 

« 

' Quoted in this b€X>k. f The houie of Mrs. Meade's uncle. 

1 it was then tbitt Mij& Barnfton was going to Bath widi fome 
tf hernnck's £unily to avow the ftate of her &£B&ioiis» and her 
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Extras of a Letter from the Rev. Henry SAWssiDOEm 

•* Dear Catherine, Wickliam, Oft. 1793. 

"I will not attempt to call to mind the par- 
" ticular words of a convcrfation related to me 
more than two years ago. But I remember 
you told me, in the autumn of 1 790, that a coiir 
verfation had paffed between your mother and 
*^ yourfelf, in her own room, to the fame purport, if 
** not in the fame words, you relate in your letter, 

^* I am, &c. HeKry Sawbridge.'* 

The following is Mr. Sikes's reply to Mrs. 
Meade's requeft, that he and his wife would alfp 
vindicate her, by reminding her mother that the 
ftory was not fabricated for the occafion, as was 
afferted. 

« Dear Sifter, 

In confequence of the aflurance I gave 
you from Bath, I tranfcribed from your letters 
to my wife thofe paffages which will anfwer 
yourpurpofe, and fent them to your mother. 

" Your affedlionate brother, 

" Thomas Sikes." 

determination in confequence to marry, and to declare her uncle's 
leatiments in her luppoi t. She hoped too, that by refolute condu<5t 
fhe might in the end reconcile the paities. But neither fhe nor her 
friends forefaw that a new ground of refiftance was prepared againffc 
their arrival ; the chaigcs about a will- being feafonably brought, 
forward, which effectually defeated her intentions at that time. 
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The following letter has reference indeed to 
another converfation, but is inferted to (lievv how 
well difpofed Mrs. Barnfton was to favour her 
daughter's inclinations when left to herfelf. 

Mijs Barnston. to her Mother, — HaddoHy 03. i ygo. 

I ever Ihall and muft think Mr. Daubeny's 
prejudices againftMr. Meade ill-founded. And 
. *f when, after all, he afked me to give up Mr. 
*' Meade to oblige htm^ and him only\ and when he 
*« found my attachment' fo ftrong, that he feared I 
^^Jhould not be able to make him the jacrijice ; when 
*^ he heard you tell me that I was of an age to judge 
for myfelf and wifked me to confult my ozvn hajifii^ 
nefsy then, oh heavens! do I fee my friend, my 
brother, my confidant, one of thofe whom I 
have loved beft in the world, labouring to ren- 
der Mr. Meade odious in your eyes, in order to 
give a fan£lion to the very aftive part he takes 
agaipft him. I cannot but fee his cruel letter 
in every fenfe unjuftifiabJe. I told him, in a 
*' letter at Weymouth, after looking over his ac- 
" cufations in three fheets, that fome were un- 
*' fairly ftated, and others I had anfwered over 
" and over. I told him, that the more I refledted 
" the more I was fatisfied, that his happinefs was 
*^ the motive of my conduft. Attached to Mr. 
** Meade on the beft principles, not blindly, as I 
*' have been told, like a girl of fifteen, but with 
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" the deliberate judgment of a woman of thirty, 
•* what can I do? Can I facrifice my happinefsto 
•* Mr. Daubeny's anger? Think, my dear Madam, 
" I befeech you, for my happinefs, and perfuade 
" Mr. Daubeny not to lofe fight of it. I did think 
•* the change in my health would have convinced 
** him of what I fufFered in mind; but to my 
•* grief I find him inflexible. I muft there- ' 
•* fore apply to you, becaufe I am moft unhappy. 
•' My friends* here are anxious for me to fend this 
•* letter; and I trujl I Jliall ever be able tofubfcribe 
•* myfelf your mojl dutiful^ becaufe no power oir 
•* earth can make me otherwife than your moft 
•* aflfeQionate, daughter,! C. Barnston." 

This letter was written more than a year before 
a trial was thought of. 

The Bifhop of Lincoln fays, ** There is no evi- 
" dence of Mrs. Barnfton's confent being givenj^ 
" or fuppofed or underftood to be given.'* The 
proceedings of the Court of King's-Bench would 
have inftrufted him better. His Lordfhip con- 
ceives it " imjirobable^' that a very old, irritated, 
and deluded " perfon Jliould forget^ But he 
thinks it ve^-y probable that Mrs. Meade hvuented 

* Her uncle's Hunily. 
t It 19 worthy of remark, that although Mfs Barnfton in thi$ 
letter, as in many others, exprefles or alludes to the confent her 
mother had given, as a matter well known and acknowledged, yet 
her mother never denied it, nor was any denial of it pretended 
until after the trial! 
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the ftorjr of the confent; and that Ihe /lerjured 
herjelf deliberately^ for the purfioje of giving a friminal 
colour to an aSHon brought againft the hujband of her 
Jifler^ her beloved favourite f^er^ her ear Heft friend^ 
and her chofen compatiion tiU then through lifel !l 
Is fuch a remark, even from the Biihop of Lincoln^ 
worth notice? Mr. Meade, with all his refpeft 
for his Lordihip, could hardly read this ingenious 
argument with proper gravity. 
. To the foregoing documents fhall be added the 
teftimony of a letter written by Mr. Daubeny him* 
felfto Mifs Barnfton, in the fummer of 1 790, a few 
weeks after Mrs. Gunning had made afifilication to 
Mrs. Barnflon with Mr. Meade's addrejfes to her 
daughter. The length of the letter makes it in- 
convenient to recite the whole, it filling twelve 
folio pages. It is a laboured compolition, written 
for the purpofe of juftifying to Mifs Barnfton's 
family Mr. Daubeny's condu£t towards her and 
Mr. Meade; for his letters were generally in- 
tended for other eyes befides thofe to whom they 
were addreffed. In this letter not a fyllable is 
faid, from beginning to end, of Mrs. Barnflon 
haying refufed confent, although it would have beeu 
a conclufive argument for him. He avers, " that 
" Mifs Barnfton promifed him at Spa, in July or 
^ Auguft 1789, that (lie would not think of Mr. 
^ Meade." He fays, « that (he gave his wife and 
*' him a moft decided proof of her affe^oii by 
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" giving up Mr. Meade, as a man with whom, 
" as circiimftances flood between him and Mr. 
" Meade, (he could not be completely happy." 
He adds, " that his gratitude was fo unbounded 
for the ftriking mark of her afFeQion, that /^ 
could notfufipofe he could ever fee the matter differ^ 
ently'* " You told me at Spa, (he fays, in p. 4) 
" that you would never facrijice* me or Betfey to 
" any man whatever ^ This was a year before the 
affair was announced to Mrs. Barnfton. In p. 5, 
he again fays, ** that, on their return from Italy, 
" (he told him^ (Mr. Daubeny) that though it 
*^ might coft her a little, (he was determined 
" to give up Mr. Meade, that (he would never 
^* facrifice either him or Betfey." " Yet no fooner 
" (fays he) did Mr. Meade appear on the ground 
" at Bath, than you behaved as if the idea of 
•* giving him up never entered into your head.** 
" You told Mrs. Gunning, in my prefence, that 



* What does he mean by aflerting that Mifs Barnfton faid th^ 
flie would nt^ex facrifice him? Does he pretend to a dominion orCT 
her perfon, becaufe he married her lifter ? or when he told Bifrs. 
Gunning, *' that Meade wanted to take away another io,oooL** 
did he imagine that Mifs Barnfton would not carry her fortune 
with her whenever (he fhould marry ? Mr. Daubeny's wife brought 
him treble the fortune of her fitters, but none of them talked of their 
h^si^/acrtficed^ when fhe gave it to Mr. Daubeny. Much leis did 
Mr. Sikes fuggeft fuch an idea, who had married another of the 
lifters. Does not Mr. Daubeny himfelf here prove the point oa 
which all turns? Mr. Meade quotes Mr. Daubeny's own worda±^ 
whether they were uttered by Mifs Barnfton, or in the fcnfc h^ 
gives tlhem, is ^oth(^ queftioo. 
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** you were ready to receive him as a huiband, but 
" after what Ihadfaidy zvhat could you do'^ " You 
" told her that I had ufed you more cruelly than 
*' your father would have done," &c. If Mrs. 
Barnfton had refufed her confent three or four 
weeks before, as is now pretended, it is obvious 
that Mr. Daubeny would have juftified himfelf by 
it. But he does not even hint at any fpecific ob- 
jeftions being ever made againft Mr. Meade in 
any refpeft. He reminds Mifs Barnfton, that at 
Geneva he told her, " that Mr. Meade " had loft 
" his affe£lions for ever 'y' that is, after fifteen years 
connexion, and after profeffions of unalterable 
efteem, in five or. fix weeks Mr. Daubeny's af- 
feftions were for ever loft to Mr. Meade^ when the 
former fufpe£led that he might like Mifs Barnfton, 
who was therefore expefted to facrifice her af- 
feflions and her independence for ever ! After a 
recital of promifes, which he had obtained at Spa 
from Mifs Barnfton, Mr. Daubeny concludes with 
an addrefs to work on her afFedions; and a fer- 
raon to alarm her, by calling in the aid of reli- 
gious fear to induce her to fulfil thofe promifes. 
" When I am dealing with you, my dear Kitty, I 
" confider that I am dealing with a perfon who 
" has a better guide than nature to follow. The 
" world, my dear Kitty, is not the keeper of your 
** confcience, confequently ought not to be your 
'* dire£lor. The world judges wrong every day ; 

F 2 
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^ and thofe who follow the world muft perilh with 

** it. We are (Iiort-fighted creatures ^ the event 

** alone can determine what is heft for us. If, 

*^ when we are going wrong, we defift from our 

*' courfe^ this is all that is required of us ; it i» 

" wilful perfeverance in error that leads to fatal 

" confequences. On this head, my dear Kittjr^ 

•* you have nothing to lay to your charge. Your 

^^ confcience tells you that you are now doing 

^ right : and although it may coft you fomething, 

^^ yet I am confident a contrary proceeding would 

coft you more. In one cafe you fuffer at pre- 

fent; you deny yourfelf, but you do it on prin« 

ciple.* Had we not been deceived^ you wonldf mi 

be in your firefenS condition. You muft know* my 

M dear Kitty, that both Betfey and rayfelf have 

** fuflPered much on your account. If you lovci 

*• us as we love you, you will not wifh us to fufFer 

^* mote. Convince us that we are the fame to 

^ you, and all will be happy. This being the 

^' cafe, and the fubjeS gone by, you will be eager 

'^ to convince us that you continue to fee us both 

f * in the light in which we ought to be feen— • 

* This fevere moralift feems not to recollcdt a certain gentle- 
mab, who was engaged two years to ms^rry a young lady contxarv 
to the wifhes oFher father and mother; that the marriage was to 
take place as loon as her Ether fhould die^ and leave her an inde« 
pendence ; and that the match was only prevented by the lady 
marrying another! 

t Can he prefume, after this, to fay he never interfq:;Qd? 9ocf 
be not, in thefe word^j take all on himfelf ? 
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'' Betfey as the mod afFeftionate of fillers, and 
<* myfelf as the mofl: affe£lionate of kroiierSt and 
^^ fincer0 of friends* Chari-«:s Daub^i^y.'* 

It is not intended, in this place, to go into a 
difcuffion of the right, to which Mr, Daubeny^^ 
as a brother-in-law, lays claim of requiring per-* 
petual or any promifes of this kind, without 
confultlng any of the family, from two perfons, 
whofe age, fortune, and condition in life, rendered 
them independent. Nor is this the place to enter 
into the unjuftifiable manner by which thefe pro- 
mifes were obtained. But the impartial reader 
can judge better than Mr. Daubeny, what impres- 
fion fuch reafoning as his letter contains could 
make on the mind of MifsBarnfton, Was there 
an argument in it that could tend to diminifh 
her regards for a man, whom Mr. Daubeny fay$j^ 

(he jvromijed him to regard only in the light of 

a friend?'' Was it juft or generous in Juniy even 
if the promifes had been fairly and voluntarily 
given, to hold her to them, merely for the purpofe 
of her praftifing felf-denial ? 

The promifes are admitted. And Mifs Barn^ 
fton, after her return home, unwilling to charge 
Mr. Daubeny with want of fairnefs and generofity 
in obtaining them, fought rather, and expefted 
from his affeftion, that he would yield to her hap^ 

^ The ori^oal ps^>eri8 in Mr. Meade'^ pofleffion. 






[ 70 ] 

pinefs. And from attachment to him, and to her 
family under his influence, flie gave way to him 
too long and too much ; flattering herfelf, from 
time to time, that as herhappinefs and her health 
appeared at ftake, and no objeftions were ever 
made to Mr. Meade, Mr. Daubeny would not, 
and could not, continue inflexibly to oppofe her. 

His letter has been now quoted only to prove 
that he was, and that he confidered himfelf at ths^t 
time as, the fole bar to Mifb Barnfton's marrying. 

The anfwer which Mifs Barnfton wrote to Mr. 
Daubeny's long letter of three flieets, or twelve 
folio pages, is too important not to be quoted ; 
and the reader will obferve that thefe letters were 
written before any of thofe circumftances were 
iforefeen, which afterwards took place ; as, the 
charges and flander about a will, the negociatiofi 
for arbitration, the law-fqit, &c. 

Mifs BARNsroN to the Rev. C. Daubent^ 

1 790, 
** I have delayed thus long to anfwer the three 
** fheets of paper which you gave me the other 
*' day, that I may have time to fubdue every fpark 
*' of warmth, which in the beft of us fometimes 
** rifes in the mind on feeing what we think 
" unjuft and heavy charges made againfl: us; and 
** that I may alfo take due time to reflefil and 
^^ weigh every circumftance that may have de- 
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" celved yqu into the opinion you h^ve of Mr* 
** Meade and myfelf. The refult ha$ been at- 
*^ tended with thp utmo{^ fatisfaftion to my own 
^^ mind. I cannot accufe jnyfelf pf having ufed 
you cruelly; and I am a$ clear that Mr. Meade 
has not in any inftapce. I am . free frpo^ all 
; engagements but thofe of my own heart. Does 
not this account for my burfting out before 
^^Mrs. Gunning, when I fat and heard you acr 
f* cufe Mr. Meade of perjury^ and fr^edchery^ and 
** deceit^ with fuch a degree of anger, as I fayv 
^* afFefted her prodigioufly. She faid immediately, 
* if I had known all this, I would no more hay^ 
^ come on fuch an eipba{|y th^n I \yQuld hav^ 
f flown.' Believe me, I was more fhocked for 
" you than for Mr. Meade. You plainly told Mrs. 
f* Gunning from whence the difficulty aroje : and you 
^* fpoke to me alfo in a manner unworthy of you, 
" Confcious as I was of this, was it extr^or^^inaiy 
f* that I fhould be difpleafed at your representing 
the cafe to my mother in the manner you did?* Would 
f* it not bp the height of injuftice in me to fuffer 
a man to be accufed of fuch crimes, when I 
*^ knew them to be groundlefs, and not attempt 
" to vindicate him ! I muft and ever fliall fay, 
" Mr. Meade has behaved to me in the moft 
*f honourable and generous manner; nor can I 

• l*he moi ning of Mr. Meade'g arrival at Mrs, Bamfton's, where 
be went to make pr^pofals to Miis BarnftoD, 
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*^ conceive that he has done any thing by you 
that can poflfiblyjuftify the anger you feem to 
feel againft him. The more I view his conduft^ 
the more I approve it. ; and I am fure a time 
will come when you will allow that you have 
been miftaken in your accufations. You fay 
you afted for the comfort of my family. What 1 
to prejudice my mother againft Mr. Meade, 
becaufc you conceived I could not give him up for 
yourfelf. Was this aBing with the generofity 
I had reafon to expeft from your affeftion? Was 
*^ this neceffary to the comfort of my family? 
*' Surely the leaft I expefled from you was to 
*^ leave every thing to me. If my happinefs was 
** really the thing you fought, I told you by whtit 
*' means it was to be obtained. What the facri« 
*' fice of it may coft me, God only knows. 1 
•* believe it will be the firft inftance where a bro- 
** ther ever aiked it, or a fifter ever paid it." 

If more proof be required on the fubjeft of 
Mr. Daubeny's difintereftednefs, take the follow- 
ing letter from Mifs Barnfton to her mother, and 
then judge whofe confent fhe had obtained, and 
whofe (he had not. 

Mifs Barns^on to her Mother. 
My dear Madam, End of the year 179a, 

I muft entreat you to let me have fome 
private converfatibn with you. You have heard 
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^* much on one fide, nothing on the other. But 
** believe me this does not arife from my having 
" nothing to fay; far from it. You have not 
'< heard half what has pafied between Mr. Dau* 
** beny and me. But it is tii^e you fhould, and 
** I always propofed to talk with you when I 
«* fhouid have an opportunity of being with you 
^ alone. You charge me with having, as you 
^' fuppofeid, |;iven the matter up. You certainly, 
^' my dear Madam, was not ignorant that I fuffered 
'*• much ^n writing the letter I did to Mr. Meade. 
** And when I came afterwards to refleft that 
*' what I did was in compliance to Mr. Daubeny's 
*^ will, who refolutely ftood out againft me, that 
he never would fee Mr. Meade^ though I told him 
you wouldy and that nothing was wanting but his 
comfiliante to make me happy, I own I fuffered 
more than can be imagined. I lamented my 
yieldjng fo much to him moft bitterly ; I was 
" neither fatisiied in reafon or confcience,* be- 
" caufe he never urged one fingle reafon for pre- 
*' venting my happinefs. After what had paffed, 
^* I wiflied of all things to have a little quiet; my 
nerves were very much ihattered; and while we 
were all together at Weymouth, I felt myfelf 
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• Docs not this expreflion particularly^ as well as every letter 
Mi& Barnfton wrote, prove that it was not to her mother that fhc 
gave way, but to Mr. Daubeoy.' 
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" unequal to refuming the fubjeft. But my dear 
*' Madam, if you thought I had nothing more to 
*^ fay to you, you was indeed miftaken ; for 1 had 
looked over my condu£t, Mr. Meade's, and Mr, 
Daubeny's. I weighed and refle£led on each; 
^^ and had determined in my mind, whether I 
** ever faw Mr. Meade again or not, to give you 
" my account of things. When you charge me 
" with concealment and referve, believe me I 
^^ wifhed at that time you knew all, and now I 
lament moft heartily I was not nK>re open; 
though my brother, (Mr. Daubeny) was theii, 
*' as he has been through the whole, the cauie 
" of my not faying what I ought to have faid, 
^^ But after all, he and Betfey knew perfeftlj 
well my fentiments ; for not content with my 
feeling concern at giving up a fure profpeft of 
** happinefs to pleaje himy he dates down every 
" poflible circumftance he could remember, many 
^* of which he had down on paper, juft as if he had 
** laid a fnare from the beginning to entrap u&, 
" criminates Mr. Meade as much as he could, 
" and then gives it to me, faying, * that I muft 
" ' allow that we had done wrong, and therefore 
** ' ought to fuflfer.' To this my reply is, that 
" I could not agree to what he faid ; if I was 
'^ on my death-bed I would fay to Mr. Daubeny, 
" ' if I give up Mr. Meade, it is contrary to my 
" ^ affeftion, my reafon, and underftanding, // k 
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*« ^ mere/y to Jileafe' you ; you will not be happy if I 
** * marry him y?iX\d when I confider the unreafon- 
" * ablenefs of yoUr averfion to him, I cannot but 
fufFer much difappointment that you will not 
confider me a little, whofe.happinefs muft \h 
** * the nature of things; be more injured by my 
*'* giving up to you, than your's can, by your 
^* * giving up to me.'* 

To thefe letters it is hardly* neceffaiy to add 
more, but one farther extraft fhall be quoted from 

a letter of 

» 
Mifs Barnston to her fijler Mrs. Daubent. 

June 1790. 
Oh! my deareft Betfey,if you knew the wounds 
your letters have given me, you would have 
" reftrained your pen from fuch refleftions. What 
" is my crime ? How have I loft all confcience? 
*^ What have I done ? If I am indeed void of all 
feeling, and am guided only by the bjind im- 
pulfe of paflion, why did I not determine at 
once to plcafe myfelf? Why was my heart 
torn by two afFeflions,or why ftagger between 
** love and friendftiip,* when you tell me that I 
^' muft for ever renounce the latter, if I indulged 

* The reader will naturally obferve, that not a hint is given all 
through theic letters, either by Mr. Daubeny or Miis Barnilon, of 
breach of duty to her mother ; it all turns on the duty Mr. Daubeny 
claimed irom her himielf. 
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** the former? Why does Mr. Daubeny take fuch 
<* pains to make me miferable, and try with fuch 
^* earneftnefs to make you do the fame ? Why 
<< has he dealt unfairly by me from the beginning? 
*^ Why take conftant uniform pains to fhew bis 
** averiion for Mr. Meade^ and then tell you that 
^ his coming into the family would make a breach 
*« in it ? When I declared my attachment for 
*' Mr. Meade^ * ie was a rafcal.^ When I wa» 
^< earned to make my attachment appear, ^ tke 
•* * more Jbrenuous was Mr. Daubeny to crhtmaie Urn/ 
'< I defifted from aflerting it too abfolutely, know* 
ing that time and patience would certainljr 
prove it ; * tAen I gave it ufifrom conviSiion of 
•' * confciencey and was hafipy' If Mr. Meade de- 
'^ clared his attachment, ' he was a hypocrite^ and 
•' * mean! to urge a thing he found difagreeabte.* If 
*^ he is nlent, * he does not care for me.* It is faid, 
*' when / am filent, * that I give up from convic- 
* tion of confcience, and am happy;* this I 
deny moft firmly. Had I but forefeen my own 
bofom friends would have thought thus of me> 
" I would have (hewn them a very different con- 
" du£l:. I did indeed think of doing fo, but thea 
Mr. Datd?eny calls me cruel^ and works on tnj 
feelings.^' 
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In another letter to Mrs. Daubeny, in July 
1 79 1, (he fays^ ^« my firft giving up the matter I 
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^* confidcTed to be totally on your accounts; and 
** when I afterwards received three (heets* of 
** papers from Mr. Daubeny all tending to crimi- 
•* nate Mr; Meade in the eyes of my family, I 
*^ did think it ungenerous, and was nettled. You 
** may guefs how mortified I was, when promifing 
*^ to reftore Mr. Meade's charafler where he 
" was not to blame, I heard frefh alarms about 
** his charafter. Condemned as he was before, 
** what had I to hope ? I was anxious to a de* 
•* gree that they fhould not be fuppofed to come 
** from Mr. Daubeny. But to go through letters 
" with him, pointing out every little circumftance^ 
^ would agitate me too much. But do not think 
** me obftinately bent on (hutting my eyes ; I 
** ihould abhor villainy as much as you in any one.** 
If the Bifhop of Lincoln wants living evidence 
of Mr. Daubeny's interference in the family, or of 
his motives, Mrs. Gunning can tell him, as flie re- 
lated to Mrs. Quicke and to Mr. Meade, the hour 
of her return from that embaffv alluded to in Mifs 
Barnfton's letters, ** that Mr. Daubeny with much 
•* heat exclaimed, that Mr. Meade got 10,000/. by 
ofie Jifter^ and wonted to get as much more by ano^ 
thery Mrs. Gunning could tell his Lordfliip, 
that Mrs. Barnfton made no other objeflions ta 
Mr. Meade, but that Mr. Daubeny quarrelled 

* The twelve folio pages mentioned already* 
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with him. Nor did Mr. Daubeny then or at 
any time fpecify any objeflions of Mrs. Barnfton 
or of her family to Mr. Meade. He endeavoured 
to juftify Mr. Meade's being rejefted, on the 
ground of circumftances perfonal to himfelf. 

The Bifhop can now probably anfwer his own 
queftion himfelf, and fay who or what prevented 
Mifs Barnfton's marrying, after her mother's con- 
fent was once obtained. And he may now in 
turn put a queftion to Mr. Daubeny, and afk him, 
" how could you, after Mifs Barnfton told you 
*' that her mother confented to her marrying Mr. 
••' Meade^ be fo unfeeling as to prevent it, by 
'^ vows that you would feparate your wife and 
" her children for ever from her mother's houfe, 
*^ if Mr. Meade was admitted into it? You furely 
*' juftified fully what Mifs Barnfton faid, (as you 
*' yourfelf have quoted her) that you ufed her more; 
" cruelly than her father could have done\ and after 
" what you had faid^ zvhat could flie doC'^ 

But the Biiliop has alleged, " that there is no 
** evidence of Mrs. Barnfton's confent being gi- 
" ven, or fuppofed or underftood to be given." 
It is prefumed he will think differently now. 
The Records of the Court, the Judge, Jury, Ver- 
dict, Counfel on both fides, might have inftrufted 
him better. His \^ox^^\^ fliould have faid^ " that 
" there was the evidence of an uncontradifted 
" oath of a competent witnefs \,o prove the faft. 
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and »9 fort of evidence to quejiion it'* But he 
fays, ** If the evidence I quote had been produ- 
** ced at the trial, the verdift would have been 
" different." A few ifs being granted^ any ver- 
dift would be different. Does he mean, that if 
Mrs. Barnfton had fworn to what Mr. Daubeny fays^ 
and to what his Lordfliip recites, the verdiO: 
would have been different? Even in that he i^ 
miftaken. Had Mrs. Barnfton even gone into 
Court, and depofed on oath ** that fhe never con. 
*' fented to her daughter's marriage," what had 
that to do with the Jlander^ for w^hich the Jury 
diftinQly brought in their verdift. And how does 
it appear that Mifs Barnfton would not have 
married, if it had not been for the flander, fince 
her mother admitted* " that flie was her own 
" miftrefs, and that Mr. Meade would be received 
*' as her fon-in-law." 

But fuppofe it poffible that the mother would 
have ventured to fwear as above, is the Bifliop 
fure that a jury would implicitly believe the oath 
of a feeble, forgetful, deluded old perfon, rather 
than the deiliberate oath of a thinking religious 
woman, whofe faculties were entire ? Does his 
Lordfliip imagine that a jury would, like himfelf, 
be content with feeing and hearingonly one fide?/ 

* See Mrt. Baton's letter In the year 17^4, 
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Suppofmg that the oaths of Mrs. and Mifs 
Barnfton were confidered equal in credit, and that 
it is poffible they could be brought to cla(h with 
each other, would not a jury examine, and enquire, 
" fFAy did a mother, upwards of feventy, refufe 
•^ her confent? What reafon^ what motive did (he 
ever affign for a£ting, apparently, againft reafon^ 
juftice, and nature, and againft that indepen- 
dence which (he herfelf declared her daughter 
poffeired?" If no fpecific reafon was afligned, 
would a jury prefume that a mother would have 
a&ed thus harlhly, and in a manner fo inconfiftent 
with her former language and conduft? Would 
the jury not fee thofe teftimonies which concurred 
from every fide to confirm the oath of an unim* 
peached witnefs, againft the want of recolleftion, 
or the fubjeftion, of one that was both deluded 
and incenfed ? But his Lordfliip may reft as- 
fured that Mrs. Barnfton would as foon have 
lacrificed her life as have ventured to take fucJi 
an oathy although flie did raflily^« a paper that 
had been prepared for her, and which it is clear 
that ftie would never even h^yejtgnedy if (he had 
fairly known \vhat* her daughter fwore, and if 

• The miftakes and mifreprefentationa prove it. It ftates that 
Mifs Barnfton fwore^ what fhe did not fwear. The very firft ien* 
tence is incorredt. The d'elufive argument is adopted, of the verdift 
being for lofs of marriage only. The word approbation is mi&p* 
plied; fo is the expreffion of Mrs. Bamfton's not nuijhing for the 
marriage: whole fentences are the fame as Mrs, Meade reads ia 
I'etters of Mr. Daubeny's, &c. 5cc. 
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jfkt had then feen thofe teflimoms which ivere afto-wardi 
brought before heVy and which drew from her relu^ant 
acknowledgments.^ And let it be remembered, that 
the manifefto was sionei) the lOth or nth of 
June i792> a few days after tHe trial, at a moment 
of exceilive irritation, through^falfe reports of her 
daughter's evidence, and a miftaken view of her 
conduft, as conveyed to her by that daughter's^ 
enemies. Let it be remembered alfo, that the 
proofs and authorities already quoted were not 
at that time brought to her recolle£iion; but that 
when (he afterwards faw them, her language was 
in confequence evidently changed on that fubjeft; 
for Mrs. M. Bamfton reluctantly admits^ in her 
mother's name, " that the utmoft (he faid was no 
more, than that if her daughter chofe to marry 
Mr. Meade, flie certainly muft receive him as 
" her fon-in-law; that (lie was her own mis* 
*' trefs, and to do as fhe pleafed; but that ihe 
" never approved of the bufinefs." Now al- 
though Mifs Bamfton was convinced that her 
mother implied and expreffed indircftly her ^jft- 
probation^ when (he defired her to go and perfuade 
Mr. Daubeny ; yet as the word approbation was 
not in the converCation with her mother, (he did not 
recite it on oath. She declared^ on her oath, that 
(he had her mother's full and free cohfent: even 
the above pa(rage from Mrs. Barnfton's letter is at 

* See Appendix, letter A. 
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leaft an acknowledgment .of confent not being re- 
fufed; and if the Bi(hop and Mrs. M. Bamfton 
think that confent and a/ifirobation are fynonimous> 
all that can be faid is, that others think differently. 
But is not a charge o{ perjury from a biihop rather 
a harih one for a philological difference ? And as 
his Lordfliip mud fee that Mrs. M. Barnfton was 
giving as reftrained an account of the confent as 
could be, (for no doubt Mr. Daubeny wrote the 
copy) he will probably by this time be difpofcd 
to fufpeft, that the confent was not quite Jo circum- 
fcribed. Let it be alfo obferved, that Mrs. Barnfton 
herfelf does not feem to have ever produced this 
fliocking paper. But as Mr. Daubeny either ke/u, 
or poffeffed himfelf of it as her executor, he trans- 
ferred it to the BiQiop of Lincoln to be made ufe of 
againjl the charaEter of her daughter^ thirteen years ■ 
after it was written; tivo years after fhe had given 
her embraces and blejfing^ or, according to their own. 
account, her chriftian forgivenefs to her daughter j. 
and more than a year after the good old lady had 
Jiajfed to the grave! 
. To the reproaches on Mrs. Meade in the fame 
letter, for calling herfelf *' an outcaft from her 
*' family," (he has only to reply, that when Mr. 
Sikes wrote in Mrs. Barnfton's name to Mr. 
Goddard, at whofe houfe Mifs Barnfton then was, 
** that if flie went into court as a witnefs, the 
" mother and daughter could never fee each other 
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*• again," Ihe underftood, and (o did her friends, 
that (he was caft off from her mother's houfe. 
This perhaps was another philological miftake. 
.When the Bifhop declares it to be its opinion that 
it is " improbaW^ Mrs. Barnfton gave her con- 
fent; Mr. Meade ventures to fay, that even pro- 
bability would be againft his Lordfliip's opinion. 
That Mifs Barnfton was paft thirty, and her mo- 
ther between feventy and eighty, is well known* 
So it is, that of all her daughters, none was more 
elleemed and loved by her than Mifs Barnfton. 
Her mother invariably declared, that fhe was to 
judge for and to pleafe herfelf, as being her own 
miftrefs; and in point of fortune, her father made 
her abfolutely independent. Is it . then fo pro^ 
bable that a mother under thefe circuniftances 
would refufe her confent to her daughter marry* 
ing a man in every view equal to her, even fingu- 
larly fuitable as a match' for her^ and that flie 
fliould do \}[i\^ without ever Jurmijing one objeSion. 
. The alfertion pf Mr. Daubeny, ** that to his 
" knowledge Mrs. Barnfton had ever a great 
** djflike to Mr. Meade," is a bold one, but is 
neceffary tojuftify his conduft. This, however, 
can be eafily difprovcdj Mr. Meade having lived 
for fixteen years in uninterrupted friendftiip with 
the Barnfton family. It was his acquaintance 
introduced Mr. Daubeny into its who married 

G 2 
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out of Mr. Meade's houfe.^ And not onljf 
Mifs Barnfton knew the attachment of her familjf 
to him, but many others alfo, who witnefled 
the familiarity in which he lived with them, 
both before and fince Mr. Bamfton's death ; for 
whom a mourning ring was given to him as a 
friend. Previous to his going abroad he remaned 
fome time at Mrs. Barnfton*s houfe» where he 
not only received every mark of the moft cordial 
regard from her, but (he even infifted, at partings 
that her houfe fhould always be his home when- 
ever he came to Bath. Mrs. M. Barnfton was 
no lefs kind and affedionate, always calling him 
•• Brother Meade ;" and (he wrote to him after he 
left the houfe with the moft friendly intereft. For 
the truth of this he appeals to the family which 
were in the houfe, and to many who vifited in it, 
while he was there. Even the fervants themfelves 
could all teftify it. Can it be fuppofed, then, that 
he was difagreeable to Mrs. Barnfton? After- 
wards, when Mr. Meade was abroad, Mrs. Gun- 
ning told Mrs. Barnfton, that it was reported by 
every one that he was to marry Mifs Barnfton. 
Mrs. Coham alfo did the fame. If (he had then 

* It is pretended that Mr. Daubeny was a hoarder vath Mfir 
Meade, probably left Mr. Daubeny (hould be fuppofed to be fub* 
jedt even to a debt of hoQntality. The fadt is not fo; he was 
purely a viGtor with Mr. Meadcp for nearly a year and a hai^ 
%flybl he married. 
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that averfion which is falfely fuggefted, furely (he 
would not have refted fo quiet as not to enquire 
or wdte a line on the fubje£t ; which it is certain 
ihe never did, although Mr. Meade was then 
travelling with her daughter, and was probably « 
to continue fo for a year at lead, a^ (he well knew. 
And when Mrs. Gunning was afterwar4s ein- 
ployed to make propofals to Mrs. Bamfton in 
Mr. Meade's name, (he was given to underftand 
that the only objedion was an account of a breach 
between Mr. Daubeny and him. Too well in^ 
deed has he been fince convinced that every means 
were praftifed to imprefs Mrs. Barnfton with ha- 
tred and abhorrence of him; but he alfo well 
knows to whofe machinations he is indebted for it* 
Mr. Meade has now done with this fubjeA as 
far as regards the CQufent. His only difficulty h^ 
been to fele£t proofs from abundance. His Lord- 
ihip confiders that a paper figned by a very old 
and irritated lady, under the influence or diredipn 
of others, muft be her owq compofitipn; and that 
it probably muft be true: but did he not fee^ 
that Mrs. Bamfton had been inftigated before the 
trial to put her name to angry aflertions which 
ihe could not intend? Is it lefs to be wqndered 
at, that after the trial, when every means were 
praAifed to irritate and jmpofe on her^ ihe did 
the lame? 
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In one letter Mifs Barnfton is threatened with 
her pofitive aflfurance, " that fhe (hould go into 
court to oppofe what her daughter fliould fwear." 
Did (he perform, or even attempt it? On the con* 
trary, was flie not terrified and miferable when 
Mr. Meade's fubpoena was ferved on her? In 
another letter (he afferted with equal confidence, 
" that if Mr. Meade began law, Mr. Daubeny 
would go on." Was there the fmalleft ground 
to warrant this affertion? And when Mr. Meade, 
regardlefs of thefe impotent threats, fubpoenaed 
all the family, and juftice had taken place, then 
Mrs. Barnfton is again quoted, as afferting that 
flie would or could have oppofed her daughter's 
evidence. But will thinking people liften to 
fuch unwarrantable means of fapping the foun- 
dations of law and juftice? In evidence they 
prove nothing; in fiarty sjiirit they prove too muck; 
and for the fober language of a parent towards 
her child, they are too (hocking and unnatural ; 
and plainly difcover that (he faid and did, as 
others direfted her. But the Blftiop is fo pleafed 
with this long manifefto, which was no more 
compofed by Mrs. Barnfton than by his Lordlhip, 
that he quotes the whole of it, irrelevant as it is 
in almoft every point. The iblemn declaration 
in it, ** that Mrs. Barnfton did not wijii her daugh- 
ter to marry Mr. Meade," may or may not be* 
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true ; but it is nothing to the purpofe, for no one 
ever fpoke of her wifhes. Nor is the affertion 
much more to the purpofe, ^' that Mrs. Barnfton 
had always objeftions to Mr. Meade," becaufe 
if (he had, (he kept them to herfelf; Ihe never 
expreffed them to her daughter, or to anyone elfe, 
that (he heard of. The two long letters to Mr. 
Sawbridge and Mr. Coddard, accompanying this " 
manifefto, and bearing the fame date, and which 
are recited in full by the Bifliop, equally difcover 
Mrs, Barnfton*s exceffive irritation, her ignorance 
of the whole truth, and her delufion; and the 
family well knew it. For her uncle Mr. Saw- 
bridge's opinion of Mrs. Meade, and for the 
opinion of every branch of his refpeftable family, 
Mr. Meade refers his Lordftiip to themfelves. 
And he cannot but obferve, that if his Lordftiip 
had applied to them, it would have been more in , 
point for the attainment of information, than the 
long letter he has publiftied from a Mr. Watfon, 
a gentleman who has never feen Mr. or Mrs, 
Meade, or known of them but through the me- 
dium of Mr. Daubeny and his friends. And 
as for the opinion of the late Mr. Goddard, to 
whom the other letter is addreffed, the beft 
account of it is found in his letter to Mrs, 
Meade's uncle, about the time of his receiving 
Mrs, Barnfton's letter. 
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John Goddamd^ efq; to H^irRr Saip'sxidgEj efq. 

Woodford-Hall, June 1792. 

** The fincereft tribute of veneration I could 
*' pay to the memory of Mr. Barnilon, I deem 
*' the proteftion I have given to his truly amiable 
*' daughter, Mifs C. Barnfton, under her late iiv 
** numerable fuflferings ; a duty the more incum- 
** bent on me, in proportion as (he has been 
*' relinquifhed by her own family 5 the good part 
** of which will, I truft, in time, however preju« 
** diced at prefent, be convinced of their mifguided 
** conduft towards her, and applaud me for having 
<* flood forth the friend of the innocent. From 
** the opinion I entertain of your affe6lioa for ii^ 
** truly worthy a niece, I need not apologife for 
*^ addreffing you on the part I now pride myfelf 
** to aft for her as a parent. Convinced of the 
** reftitude of Mr. Meade's heart, and his ftrift 
" honour, the bigheft teftimony I can give of my 
** fenfe of them is, having advifed her to make 
** no farther delay in doing, what was expefted. 
by every one on her coming out of Court, and 
marrying him. That nothing may be wanting 
to complete in the moft honourable way our 
** du^y as a father and mother towards her, Mrs. 
• " Goddard and I will afliftj that every thing may 
'* be expedited before we leave home, as we are 
" obliged in a few days to fet oflf for the Weft of 
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*' England, determined not to leave her in a forlorn 
^* fituation, though our houfe ihouid be for ever 
•* a home to her. I have difcharged my duty to 
" her by my previous attention in providing every 
** fecurity refpe&ing fortune, and 1 may fay, more 
*^ to her emolument than 1 would or indeed have 
*' done for my own daughters; and in juftice to 
** Mr. Meade I muft add, not only with his con- 
^* currence, but his wilhes * John Goddard,"* 

The Bifhop proceeds to fay, " that Mifs Barn* 
*' fton having, refufed to marry . Mr. Meade in 
*^ Auguft 1790, and in January 1791, theconver- 
*^ iation that took place in June 179IJ could 
^* not have prevented the marriage.'* No! not 
at thofe times ! But Mr. Daubeny had feeti that 
after Mifs Barnfton had been two or three times 
worked upon to give up her intentions, circum- 
(lances had arifen which induced a determination 
to overcome her difficulties ; for as {he told her 
mother, *• (he was neither fatisfied in reafon or 
** confciencef that fhe had yielded, Mr. Daubeny 

* Mr. Meade has the original draft in Mr. Goddard's writing. 
And when Mr. Goddard mentioned that Miis Barnfton was ^^ re- 
^ linquifhed by her family," he had the beft reafon to know it, for 
k was to' him that Mr. Sikes conveyed Mrs. Bamfton's mcfTage, 
^ that if her daughter (hould go into Court as a witnelsi ibe and 
^' her mother could oeyer fee each other again.'* ' 

t Sec p. 73. 
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•' not having produced one folid obje3ion to Mr. 
** Meade." But Mr. Daubeny had prepared in good 
time, and laid before her, the particulars in detail, 
of fuch deep criminality and wickednefs, rcfpeft- 
ing a will, as could not but produce the effeft 
he intended, and decided her fucceeding condu£):. 
His Lordfliip adds, " that a letter of Mrs. 
*^ Meade's to her lifter Mrs, Daubeny proves 
** that her fufpicions about the will were fubfe- 
*' quent to the refufal/' But which refufal? as 
that is the term they ufe. The BiQiop blindly 
takes up a notion that Mifs Barnfton having once, 
contrary to her judgment, to her afFe£tions, and 
(as (he told her mother) " contrary to her confci- 
** ence," given up her intentions of marrying, 
never altered them. Mr. Daubeny could have 
informed him better. His efforts, thofe of Mifs 
Barnfton herfelf, and of ner relations, could tell 
his Lordfhip a different ftory. *' But how could 
*' fhe," he afks, " fpeak in her letter to Mrs. 
Daubeny, of Mr. Meade as a man whom * fhe 
' thought every thing fhe could wifh in a hus- 
* band," and yet fwear that the fufpicions ex- 
cited by Mr. Daubeny prevented her marrying 
" him?" His Lordfhip will find the anfwer in 
all her letters written at the time. Her own 
honour, as well as Mr. Meade's, required that he 
fhould appear in the world an honeft man, not a 
villain. Her friends all infifted on this. Mr* 
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Daubeny had robbed him of his good name, and 
. fhe could not,* and (as (he told Mrs. Gunning) 
would not, marry a man under fuch circumftances. 
No friend or relation of hers would countenance 
her marrying. He who afterwards a£led as a 
father to her, Mr. Goddard, told her it was ne- 
ceffary to her honour that Mr. Meade fhould clear 
himfelf before flie married him. She herfelf 
conftantly required that he fliould clear himfelf, 
or be acknowledged as blamelcfs by thofe who 
gave fanftion and importance to the calumny* 
To Mrs. Gunning (lie wrote, defiring " that Mr. 
*^ Meade would not think of her, but defend him- 
*' felf ;" and to Mrs.Ravenhill, her aunt, flie wrote 
in effe£l the fame; and to her fifter Mrs. M, 
Barnfton, and to her mother, her language was 
uniform and confident in this. 

The letter quoted by the Bifhop was to her 
fifter, Mr. Daubeny's wife, as has been already 
faid, in anfwer to one, which unkindly wounded 
her by reflexions on Mr. Meade's charafter, 
which naturally excited her refentment.f 

* See p. 39. 

t The Bifhop, who knows nothing of what pafTed U the trialt 
yet affeds to fpeak of it with confidence, and would have it believed 
that Mrs. Meade fwore that the effeft of the flartder on her own 
mind alone was the caufe why fhe did not marry. But it is pre- 
fumed tliat every one who reads this pamphlet, will be able to cor- 
f ed his Lordfbipi and inform him how the flander prevented her 
marrying. 
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The Bifliop takes his report of " the vcrdi£l'^ 
from Mr. Dabeny's pamphlet, which fupprefles 
the chief part of it ; aud his Lordihip accordingly 
flates it to be for *^ lofs of marriage/' But if be 
had looked to better authority he would have 
jfeen that the verdift was exprefsly and diftin^Iy 
for Jlander, and^ for lofs of marriage : or, as the 
Btibop has feen it exprefied in the maniiefto he 
has been at the pains of copying, " for the delay o^ 
^ the marriage.'' Aud as his Lordihip reafoos all 
through as if it was/or lofs of marriage only^ he muft 
excufe Mr. Meade for putting to him the queftion> 

whether his Lordfiii/t did not kttpw that it was /or 
flander alfo rX 

The account of the Rev. Mr. H» Sawbridge's 
commiflion in January 1792, is a mifreprefenta. 
tion ; and as his Lordfhip deiires original dociH 
mentSy he is referred to Mr. Sawbridge himfelf^ 
who would neither have received or conveyed fi> 
undutiful a meflage to bis aunt, as is recited by 
the Bi(hop» 

When the Bt(hop again aiTerts that Mrs. Bam* 
fton's two letters to Mr. Goddard and her brother, 

f That Mr. Meade may not be again accuied of not referring 
ta original documents^ vide Records of the Court of King'spBench* 

X The Bifhop in defending a theologian forgets a. TerdiA; and 
if hb Lordihip confined himielf to his defence of a J^vouritCy none 
would objeft. But if he Fifts a load firom the fhoulders of the guilty 
to place it on thofe of the innocent, he fhould be reminded that 
there is neither Chriftian charity nor moral jufike in fuch an afiioiK 
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already fpoken of, were written before Mr. Dan^ 
k^nfs return from Loruion, how does he know it? 
Who told him fo? Or how does he know that 
they, or inftru^l.ions for them, were not fent down 
for her to copy? Or does he mean roundly 
to aver, that none of thofe letters were.compofed 
by others, which pretend to be Mrs. Barnfton's 
and Mrs. M. Barnfton's? This queftion is put 
once for all. 

His Lord(hip fays,* ^ that becaufe in Auguft 
** 1791, Mrs. Barnfton had objeflions, therefore 
** Mifs Barnfton did not receive her mother's 
•^ confent." Does he mean by this, that previous 
to Mr. Daubeny's prafliiing on her mother, Mrs, 
Meade had not received her confent in June 1 790? 
How is that proved? The Bilhop's argument 
may prove that Mrs. Barnfton mightf have with- 
drawn her confent in 1791, but it proves nothing 
elfe. 

The three or four letters which the Bjfliop 
quotes,J as proving " that the marriage was given 
** up to Mrs. Mead^s mother ^\ are really nothing 

* See Appendix, letter F« 

f Mr. Meade fully admits that Mrs. Barnfton virtually inailidreW 
her confent — that (he was gradually worked up from kindnefs to 
diflike, and even to averfion ; fo that as Mifs Barnfton wrote 10 
Mrs. Gunning/^ they have broke up Mr. Meade's reputation^iotbat 
^ J caanot flatter myfeJf with any chance of a turo/^ 

X Se^ Appendix. 
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to the purpofe for his argument; but when properly 
underftood are proofs for Mrs. Meade. The rea- 
der has already feen that Mr. Daubeny*s influence 
had poifoned Mrs. Barnfton's mind, and Mi(s 
Bamfton yielded nominally to her mother; that is, 
to Mr. Daubenys influence on her mother^ and to no 
other caufe whatever. And when (he brought the 
affair on again, die was again and again thwarted 
by the fame influence a£ting in proportion to the 
occafion. Yet it was ftiliyj/J that (he nominally 
gave way to her mother. But the Bi(hop would 
find it very difficult to difcover any caufe why 
Mlfs Barnfton did a£\ually give up, but to Mr. 
Daubeny's influence in theflrfl inflance; and when 
(he was difpofed to refift that influence, after- 
wards to the effeft of the flander. But when the 
Bi(hop fays " that the marriage w?ls, given up'^^ 
how does he mean? Does he mean irrevocably 
given u/i? If he do, let the various eflTorts that 
were made for and againft be the anfwer to him: 
let the objeft of Mr. Sawbridge's journey to Bath 
in Jan. 1792, prove the contrary. For the mam^ 
fejio fays, (how truly is another queftion) " that 
" he came to Bath to tell Mrs. Bamflion that her 
" daughter was determined to marry at all events. 
Does his going prove that he confidered the mat- 
ter as given u/i ? Mrs. Barnfton fays, " (he did not 
*' know till then that the affair was going on;** 
thus admitting that (lie then perceived ** that it 
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"^^ V7ZS not given nfo'' in her daughter's mind. In 
fa£l it was affeEted and wilful blindnefs that 
made them fuppofe Mifs Barnfton's mind at 
cafe. Her letters to her mother in Oftober 1 790, 
and in September 1791, were proofs enough that 
her afFeftions were not changed. " Attached to 
" Mr. Meade on the beft principles, with the de- 
«* liberate judgment of a woman of thirty, can 
*' I facrifice my happinefs to Mr. Daubeny's 
" anger ^" and " fliould his charaSler be decided 
** clear as noon-day, I confefs my regards muft 
** remain unchangeable.'* But if Mr. Daubeny 
really believed that Mifs Barnfton had given uji 
all thoughts of Mr. Meade, why did he relate the 
flander to her at all? efpecially, as the Bifliop fays 
" Mr. Daubeny did not believe it himfelf ;"* 
Why endeavour to fecure her from marrying Mr. 
Meade, even after her mother's death? as the 
Bifhop recites. 

The Bifliop goes on to reafon from an extraft 
of a letter from Mr. Meade to Mr. John Daubeny, 
" that becaufe Mrs. Barnfton did not atlaft confent, 
*^ therefore that Ihehad never done it." This is 
a Q. E. D. which his LordOiip would not admit 
at Cambridge. And here let it be remarked 

* How does the Bifhop know this ? If Mr. Daubeny told him 
fo, it is an efpecial mark of his confidence and intimacy with the 
Bifhop; for Mr. Meade never heard that he had candour enough 
to avow it to any (riend before. 



C 96 ] 

once for all, that his Lordfhip's mode of reafon^ 
ing» that an affair of the heart between two inde- 
pendent perfons, once dropped, through manifeft 
violence and impofition>{hould never be revived»i8 
a mode of reafoning that was never adopted be- 
fore. But if his prejudices are rigid againft Mrs. 
Meade, his partiality on the other fide is manifeft. 
He relates a ftory of Mr. Daubeny preffing 
Mifs Bamfton, before her aunt, to decide agaiaft 
marrying Mr. Meade; and his Lordihip had feen 
that the objedt of that interference was to fecure 
her by a promife not to marry Mr. Meade after 
her mother's death ; for (as the Bilhip recites in 
another place) when Mr. Daubeny addreffed Mifs 
Barnfton at Mr. Sikes's for the fame purpofe^ (he 
is faid to have hinted or intimated that (he fhould 
marry Mr. Meade after her mother's death. Yet 
his Lordfhip is fo blind as not to perceive, in this 
conduft of Mr. Daubeny, an open violation of 
juftice, and an outrage againft the liberty of an 
independent woman. But it is ftill more extra- 
ordinary that his Lordihip does not fee that this 
very ftory which he relates, proves two or three 
points, which his labours in forty-one pages were 
employed to controvert ; as " that Mr. Daubeny 
*^ did interfere.^* " That Mr. Daubeny knew that 
** Mifs Barnfton had not altogether ^/v^ the matter 
*^ ufi.^' And, " that he had other views, than fuch 
** as concerned Mrs. Barnjion^*^ for he was then 
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pleading in the event 6f her death. But after ill, 
what could beexpe£ted frbm a felf-made judge, who 
aflbciated with one party alone, and received im- 
prefSons, gloffes, and comments from on^ fide; and 
not only never faw the other, but never intimated 
that he meant to judge the caufe, nor aiked for ^ 
iingleexplanation,norever hinted at the arguments 
or pretended faf^s^ until the condemned party* favr 
them in hi^ fentence of condemnatibH? 

His Lordfhip is taught to fpeak of*' Mrs. Mead^i's 
** family^ 21s confiding only of Mr. Daubeny, and 
thofe that are influenced by him. But Mrs. Meade 
has the happinefs of knowing in her family nume- 
rous branches, of whom his Lordfhip is ignorant^ 
and of whofe chara£ler it was intended to keep him 
in ignorance; fome of them indeed are mentioned 
in his papers as having been interefted for Mifs 
Barnilon, on coming out of Court; and it is very 
true. Relations, old connexions, family friends^ 
united, with hearts and hands, to fupport and 
comfort her; except thofe who were influenced 
by Mr. Daubeny. All exprefled thofe regards 
which they ha>;e continued ever fince. Among 

* This example affords a ferioiis kffon how dadgeroui it is to 
trail any man with papers. For uider the guild of impartiality, he 
may, if difpofed to become a partizan, adopt and circulate any 
charges. For there can be no more fecurity than reftraint, if any 
one is at liberty to receive from one party unfounded anecdotes, and 
without enquiry into their tru^, publifh them, or fuffer them to be 
publifhed, to the world as fadbs, and refiife to retradl or acknowledge 
the impoCtioii, when their fiJihood ia difonrered. 

H 
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them her neareft and dear relations, the Sawbridge 
family, were not the laft; and in particular her 
coufin the Rev. H. Sawbridge, who is charged whh 
*^ iaving taken her by the hand on coming out of courts 
Of the letters quoted by the Bifliop as Mrs. 
Barnfton's, and Mrs. M. Barnfton's, it need only 
be faid, as they arc very long, that they are mani- 
fcftly of Mr. Daubcny's compofing, and that his 
Lordfliip has as ufual kept back the anfwers. 

The application by Mr, W. Sawbridge to Mr. 
Sikes was, like his brother's, purely benevolent. 
But the refult proved the cfFeft which the flander 
had on the family. 

The letter* of Mrs. Meade produced by the 
Biftiop only proves, *^ that flie did not know that 
** Mr. Daubeny meant to deny or conceal what he 
" had told her at his houfe in the Crefcent." Nor 
would any remark on it be neceffary, but that the 
Bifliop ventures from it to aflert that Mr. Daubeny 
could not know what MKs Barnfton intended to 
fwear, and therefore was unprepared. But his 
Lordfliip and Mr. Daubeny ftiould remember that 
the declaration contained the chief part of what 
flie fwore, and that Mr. Daubeny faw it fome 
time before the trial. And did he not give a 
flirewd guefs at what flie muft fwear, when her 
mother wrote, commanding and terrifying her 
from obeying the fubpcQna, and threatening her 

* All letters here quoted are given in the Appendix. 



C 99 ] 

that (he would go into Court to contradift her 
oath ? How could Mrs.^Barnfton venture to affert 
this, if flie did not know what her daughter muft 
fwear? And if ftie did know it, why did {he not 
appear in Court, as (he had been ferved with a 
fubpcena; and, as the Biffaop aflerts, that her 
faculties were fo perfeft* for many years after* 
The anfwer is a very plain one; in Court (he 
would have been examined ujion oathy and (he 
muft have ahfwered/t?r herfelf! 

Mrs. Barnfton's letter of January 1 797, to Arch- 
deacon Coham, written by fome one for ker^ and in 
Mr. Daubenfs own words, (he being then in her 
eightieth year, is produced by the Biihop; altho' 
it quotes no faft, but that Mr: Dauieny fays fo and 
fo. But his Lordlhip, as ufual, keeps back the 
reply, which (hall however be quoted in the Ap- 
pendix ; and the reader will probably fee fome 
importance in it, although it is prefumed the 
Bi(hop faw none, by his fuppreiEng it. 

As to the letter from Mifs Barnfton to Mr. 
Daubeny, from Mr. Hooker's, it only goes to (hew 
that (he did not think, and that Ihe imagined 
Mr. Meade did Aot think, that Mr. Daubeny did 
really believe the (lander which he \i2Ldfiro/iagated\\ 
but it does not go to prove that he did not utter it. 

* His Lordfhip takes this for granted, as Mr. Daubeny*s party 
aflure him of it. . He himfelf never faw her. 

t The Bifhop fays, " Mr. Daubeny did not believe the flander." 
Mr. Meade thinks the fame. What dien ? Is this any palliation ? 

H 2 
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Mf. Meade was jnji then returned to England 
to enquire into the calumny, about which his 
friends had been anxioufly writing to him ; and 
hearing that Mifs Barnfton was near London, 
where he was, he thought it right to endeavour to 
fee her, that he might, if poffible, learn diftinfily 
what he had to explain, or to defend himfelf 
againft; for he had then feen none of his confix 
dential friends. 

But the whole hiftory connefted with the above 
letter of Mifs Barnfton to Mr. Daubeny is very 
Singular, and would alone prove, not only the 
deep and ferious efFe£l of the flander, but the 
unexampled degree of terror in which Mr. Dau- 
beny held herfelf, and the power which flie knew 
he had over her mother's family. And as Mr. 
Daubeny had always affefted to talk to her with 
liberality and impartiality, and of an amicable 
enquiry into Mr. Meade's bufinefs, (he thought it 
right to endeavour to conciliate and win him by 
every expreffion of kindnefs. 

But as the Bifliop argues that Mr. Daubeny did 
not believe the flander, why did he not deny it before 
he went into Court? Why not once fay fo, to 
thofe clergymen who were negociating with him 
during ten months? Why imprefs Mr. Sikes and 
all his family with a belief of criminality? Why- 
did Mr. Sikes wonder that Mr. Meade did not 
come fooner to England to clear his charaSler ? and 
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Mr. T. Sikes aik Dr. Blayney, *^ whether he could 
' *^ rp^lly thinly there was nqthing w^rong about the 
*^ will?" Why did Mr. R. Ravenhill, Mrs. Meade's 
coufin, who was always a zea}ous advocate for 
the freedom of her choipe, advife her to great 
caution about the wi)l; and why did Mr. Hooker 
do the fame, who heard thp account of it fronj 
Mr. Daubeny himfelf.^ Why did her gynt Raven- 
hill tell her, " that Mr. Meade was either ^ very 
** bad, or ?i very injured man?" In (hort, what 
jnflamed Mrs. Barnfton to fuch a degree of horror 
againft Mr. Meade.? For furely the honourable 
addrefles of a gentleman to her daughter were 
neither an injury nor an infult, much lefs would it 
warrant fuch an averlion as hers. And although 
Mr. Daubeny thinks proper to deny what Mifs 
Barnfton depofed,yet he neither denies infinuations 
of the flander, nor conceals his intentions of impu- 
ting criminality ftill to Mr. Meade. And how he 
wiflied her mind to be afFefied, i3 pretty evident 
by his remarking to her, when the affair was 
fomewhat clearing, " that the very fusfiicion of 
*f fuch things ruined a map's charafler.*' And 
pven when he faw that the affair was likely to gp 
into a court of law, he averred that Mr. Meade 
could not even then clear himfelf, becaufe he 
(hould deny that he made any charges, and there" 
fore that it could not bp brought to trial. 
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The letter from Mrs. Daubeny to Mifs Bam- 
flon only declares, as a wife would naturally 
do, that her hufband was a blamelcfs man ; for 
Mr. Daubeny juft then began to be alarmed by 
Mr. Meade's return to England, and by Dr. Blay- 
ney's announcing his determination to inveftigate 
the flander about the will. 

Of the only interview wliich Mrs. Meade could 
obtain with her mother in thirteen years, and 
which took place in Sept. 1803, the Bifliop of 
Lincoln has indeed given an extraordinary account. 
*^ Mrs. Meade went there (he fays) by her own 
•' appointment." And, " it was the intention of 
" Mr. Daubeny and the family to confine the inter- 
** view to the purpofe for which it was requefted." 
From this eafy reprefentation of his Lord- 
Ihip, one would fuppofe that the interview took 
place by confent, and with a kindly mind. 
But the contrary was notorious to his Lordfhip; 
every requeft and efFoit of Mrs. Meade to fee her 
mother having been reje£ted for more than twelve 
years. But hearing that Mr. Daubeny was abfent 
from Bath; earncftly advifed by her friends to go 
refolutely to her mother's houfe, and to claim the 
right of a child to fee her parent, as the only ftep 
ftie had left untried; tempted alfo by Mr. Stevens's 
truly-charitable fentiments* on the fubjefit, which 
had been conveyed to her mother, Ihe refolved to 

»*. See thehiilory of the interview in tjie Appendix^^ ^ S 1. 
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make one perfonal effort for the purpofe; and 
being unknown by her mother^s fervants, and 
fuffered to go up ftairs, and having tapped at the 
door, Mrs. M. Rarnfton opened it, and refilled her 
entrance with all her power. But Mrs. Meade*^ 
heart being fet upon it, (he refolved to carry her 
point; nor was {he moved from it until Mrs. M. 
Barnfton * pleaded her mother's illnefs,' faying, 

* that flie had taken medicine, and that an inter- 

* view would hurt her then extremely;' and ihe 
promifed, thaf * if Mrs. M. would give it up at 

* that time, flie Ihould fee her in a day or two, 

* and that fhe would write to her to fix the time.' 
" Shall I fee her alone r faid Mrs. Meade. ' No!* 
replied her fifter, * my mother will not fee you 

* without Mr. Daubeny.' ** Then it will be of 
no ufe," faid Mrs. Meade, ** and I am refolved 
to fee my mother now; it can never hurt her to 

" fee her daughter at her feet, imploring her bles- 
" fing." Mrs. M. Barnfl:on then promifed, * that 

* if flie would give it up then, flie fliould fee her 

* alone : at leaft,' faid flie, * I will do all I can 

* for it.' Mrs. Meade foon after returned to the 
country ; and the fam^ evening a meflenger was 
difpatched to Mr. Daubeny, who in confequence 
arrived in Bath; and the next morning a very 
unkind note* was fent by Mrs. M. Barnfton, ap- 
pointing the following day for the interview. 

^ ♦ See it in the AppendbCy;^ ^ 3/ 
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All this the Bifhop of Lincoln mildly defcribad 
by ^^Jhefaw her mother^ by her own particular requefi^ 
*' the firft time fince the trial." But it is the more 
unaccountable that his Lordfhip (liould give this 
complexion to the fa£t, as he muft have feen that 
even a few days before this interview, Mrs. Meade 
was not only denied all hope of ever feeing her 
mother, but was even commanded not to write 
to her; her filler, Mrs. M. Barnfton, direfting her 
to addrefs in future to Mr. Daubeny what ihe 
jnight have to fay to her mother !»i|p' 

The Bifhop proceeding adds, " that // was the 
intention of Mr. Daubeny and the family to con- 
fine the interview to the purpofe for which it 
was requefted." This at lead ihews who di- 
refted the bufinefs I " Confine the interview!" 
A clergyman thus countenanced in confining an in- 
terview between a mother and a daughter, whofe 
meeting was exprefsly for peace, for love, and for 
reconciliation! What rigjit had he to (onfine it ? or 
to interfere? As a Party ^ did juftice warrant him? 
As a Miniljer and a Chriftian, did charity counte- 
nance him? As a Brother-in-law, did Nature au- 
thorife him ? Confine it to the purpofe for which it 
was requefied! The Bifhop may anfwer for other 
people's purpofe : but Mrs. Meade's uniform 
conduft and letters, even the very laft* (he wrotQ 
to her mother a week before the interview, e3^-j 

* See the f:orrei]pondeQce in the Appendix*/^ "2. IS^ 
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pkined her purpofe too clearly to need a commen- 
tator. She requefted a return of peace and love ; 
flie implored her mother's bleffing for herfelf and 
her children ; and her influence in promoting 
general reconcilement, defiring mutual oblivion, 
with every expreflion of duty to her mother, and 
good- will to all her relations. Did (he requefi: 
to fee Mr. Daubeny in her mother's apartment? 
or to be furprifed by a party of ftrangers or ene- 
mies? or on riling in agonies fron^ her mother's 
feet, to be encoijotered with charges and argu- 
ments from a book, which Mr. Daubeny held in 
his hand, ready noted and marked for the attack? 
Did flie carry her youngeft daughter there, only 
to be refufed the comfort of prefenting the little 
child, once in her life^ to her grandmother? 

But \QX,fa£ls fpeak for themfelves, and not the 
Bifliop of Lincoln ! The morning after the in- 
terview, a letter was fent by exprefs to Mrs. 
Mea^e, through Mr. Daubeny, forbidding her and 
her children in future from her mother's houfe, 
if they would avoid the pain of being refufed ad- 
mittance. In a few months after, Mrs. Meade 
heard that her mother had paid the debt of nature, 
and that the chief part of her's and her children's 
portion of her mother's fortune was given to Mr^- 
Daubeny, by a will, made a few months before 
the above interview ; Mrs. Barnfton being then 
in the S^tji year of her a§el 
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The reader will probably be able, without the 
Bifhop of Lincoln's help, to judge of the inten- 
tion in confining the interview between a mother 
and her daughter ! ! ! 

The infidious ftatement, that Mrs Meade went 
for forgivenef 5^ as implying an acknowledgment of 
her being in the wrong, (he trufts it is not inde- 
corous to fay, is unworthy of notice ; it is a paltry 
perverfion ; and there will be, and can be, but one 
opinion on the fubject. But when his Lordfhip 
fays, *' the interview was requefted for forgruenefsj** 
Mr. Meade again ventures to fay, that his Liord- 
fhip owes it to his own rank and ftation to make 
apologies for this mifreprefentation, and for this 
attack on the charafter of Mrs. Meade. There 
is not the fmalleft foundation in faft for the affer- 
tion! Why did not the Bifliop produce any one 
letter of Mrs. Meade's to fupport him, even the 
very laft which (he fent to her mother previous to 
the interview? For being never permitted to 
fee her mother, her fentiments could be expreflfed 

* The Bifhop is pleafed to charge on Mr» Meade, what in H6t 
his Lordfhip alone pradlifes; viz. fuppreifing principal features, and 
bringing forward thofe that are fubordinate. Indeed hisLordfhipdoes 
more, for he not only fupprefles principal features, but he fupplies 
others out of his own imagination, as it fhould feem; for certainly 
they are not taken from Mrs. Meade. Her application to her mo- 
ther ftated her objeft to be, " reconciliation, mutual .oblivion, old 
" charities." But his Lordfhip fuppreffrng thefe, fubftitutes the 
■word ^^ forghenefsJ* 
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only in her letters. What is the i^eafon that 
every document is fuppreffed that difcovers the 
truth? Such a fentiment as confeffing wrong to 
Mr. Daubeny, or injury to any one, never in thir- 
teen years efcaped her pen or her lips. And 
Mr. Meade ventures to fay, that no,one whatevet 
is out of the reach of danger; that there is no 
fecurity either in law, innocence, or truth; if un- 
founded afTertions or malignant perverfions be 
admitted in judgment. 

Thofe who feel an intereft in the fubjeft of 
this pamphlet, will not be difpleafed to learn^ 
that in every application to her mother, Mrs. 
Meade forgot both injuries and infults, and only 
remembered, that the perfon fhe was addreffing 
was her mother, and that that mother was de- 
ceived. Her letters therefore uniformly exprefled 
humility, afFeftion, and duty. Mrs. Meade, as 
has been already faid, married without applying 
at the time to her mother. Her motives for 
adopting the advice of her other relations and 
friends, and for availing herfelf of the indepen- 
dence, which flie was acknowledged to poffefs, 
have been already explained. But as her mother 
was by falfe reprefentations, influenced to revoke, 
without affigning any reafon, the confent (he had 
once given, declaring flie would never again fee 
her; and Mrs. Meade, fupported by eminent di- 
vines, as well as others, thought proper to a£l for 



[" 108 ] 

herfelf, without offering the infult of again aflcing 
her mother's confent at that moment of irritation ; 
fhe never ceafed during thirteen years to implore, 
with every expreffion of duty, her mother's for- 
givenefs for that unintended appearance of difre-^ 
speEt to her. 

The artful infmuation that thefe expreffions of 
filial love and piety were acknowledgments of 
her guilt, is a perverfion of a chriftian virtue into 
criminality, and none knew it better than thofe 
perfons who mifapplied them. The bait of con- 
feffing criminality, in order to exculpate Mr. 
Daubeny, was often held out to her with cunning 
allurements; but (he as uniformly rejefiled it 
with indignation and horror. When infulted 
with a fimilar fhocking propofal in the year 1797, 
ihe gav^ a final anfwer from which Hie never 
varied. 

Mrs. Meade to }ier Mother. 

Dec. 28, 1797. 

*' To your conditions of reconcilement I return 
** with a forrowful heart this anfwer. You require 
" that I proclaim myfelf a perjured wretch; that 
** I confefs that all I have declared for five years 
** pad, even at the altar, is falfe ; and that all 
•* thofe that bore teftimony to my truth, are liars ! 
'' Oh, Nature ! Oh, Charity! This is the fumof 
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whzt you are taught to demand of your daugh- 
ter, and thus covered with infamy I am to be 
received to your affeftions and family ! 

To be reftored to your love I would give the 

" world, but I cannot facrifice for it confcience 
and truth. God will not abandon me, although 
; my mother does. 
** I received the Sacrament on Chriftmas-Day, 

" and Heaven is my witnefs, when I declare nly 

** truth, and the innocence of my intentions to- 
wards all my family. I never wilfully injured 
any one; I am in love and charity with all; 
I have never been wanting in filial duty to you, 
and God grant that you may not have to re- 
proach yourfelf with want of maternal affeftion 

** towards me. 

" Put your hand on your heart, Madam, and 

^ a(k yourfelf, whether during thirty years I lived 
under your eye, you ever obferved in me a 
want of duty and love, pr a-dilregard of truth 

*^ and religion. Yet now you overlook the habits 
of my life, the proofs of my innocence, and even 
my folemn oath ; and I declare, on the autho- 
rity of the moft pious minifters, that the very 

* fpirit of the gofpel is mifapplied againft me. 
You adopt the coiiduft and feiitiments of a 
prejudiced and intercfted perfon; you refer from 
my oath to a falfe printed trial, for which I ami 
no ways anfvverable; and to extrafts of letters. 
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** whofe meaning is mifanderftood or perverted; 
" and you rejeft from your houfe a charitable 
•* minifter of peace,* after inviting his interfe- 
** rence, and after he had travelled with exertions 
^^ almoft too much for his age, in order to point 
•* out to you the means of reconcilement. 

" If you continue inflexible in thefe (hocking 
«* conditions, God forbid that I fhould accept 
" them! — ^but if the grace of God fhould turn 
your heart to me, I will fly at a moment to 
throw myfelf at your feet, and to implore your 
bleffing ; perfuaded that neither abfence, nor 
any other hardlhip you may inflift on me, will 
ever extinguifh that affeftion with which I 
remain, your much-injured and afflifted daugh- 
" ter, Catherine Meade/* 

On the examination of Mrs. Meade at her 
interview with her mother, little comment is ne- 
ceffary. The world will judge of the fituation 
into which flie was furprifed. They will judge 
whether it was humane or decent at fuch a time, 
without notice, and without witnefles, to have an 
hoftile crofs-examiner prepared to attack, and 
reporters to record or to conftrue the expreflions 
of a lady, who being raifed from her mother's 
feet, and carried out of the room to recover her- 

• Archdeacon Coham. 
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felf, had returned to it onlv to folicit reconciHation 
^nd blefling. 

The Blfliop of Lincoln recites a fpeech, which 
Mr. Dauheny then addreffed to Mrs. Meade in 
prefence of her mother; and is it not ftrange that 
his Lordfliip dpes not perceive that the fpeech 
would have been barbarous and unfeeling, even 
if thefa3 ajferted in it had been true^ " tJiat the late 
" Bijhop Mofs pronounced Mrs. Meade Jierjured^ if 
*^ ever woman was Jo ^ Was that a moment to 
infult her, the firft time (lie had feen her mother 
in thirteen years, and the laft time (he was ever 
to behold her? Wdisfuch a speech ever addreffed 
to a lady in prefetice of ftrangers? Or was it de- 
licate, or becoming that man, in whofe favoiu a 
will had been juft figned, conveying to him Mrs. 
Meade's (hare of her mother's fortune. 

The Bifliop might have recited a fimilar ftory 
refpeSing the late Dr. Blayney, which Mr. 
Daubeny alfo addreffed at the fame time to Mrs. 
Meade; but his Lordlhip probably declined do- 
ing fo, becaufe it has been fo publicly proved to 
be unfounded, that Mr. Daubeny and his friends 
wifli to have it forgotten, and give it up as a 
mijiake. But they were little aware, that like Dr. 
Blayney, the late Bifhop Mofs has left indignant 
denials of the affertion refpefting his Lordfhip. 
Whatever impreffions, however, thefe denials 
may now make on the world, the impreffion which 
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Mrs. Barnfton received, fuch as it was, (he carried 
to the grave, and her a6ls in confequence artf 
paft remedy. 

But even as the Bifhop of Lincoln relates the 
ftory of Bifhop Mofs, is there any thing like ar- 
gument or proof in it ? The old maxim of *« €nidi 
" alteram fiartem'^ mud be rejefted, before this 
mode of reafoning can obtain credit. If the late 
Bifliopof Bath and Wells liftened to*Mr. Daubcny, 
it was becaufe the latter would not otherwife^ 
ferve the New-Church. And if his Lordfliip ex- 
preffed an opinion, it could not and did not afFeft 
Mrs. Meade; becaufe whatever credit was giveil 
to ex- parte evidence, was given to th^fierfoUi not 
to the/j5, of which latter his Lordfhip could noC 
be a judge, having heard but one fide. And in 
fa£t Mrs. Meade knew that he never did pronounce 
as the Biihop of Lincoln recites from Mr. Dau-« 
beny. The Biihop of Lincoln however, to give^, 
as it fhould feem, a fort of importance to the 
ftory, fays, that Mr. Daubeny related it to Mrs. 
Meade in the prefence of her mother. So muck 
the worfe ! And indeed Mrs. Meade was fo fur- 
prifed at Mr. Daubeny's other ftory in prefence 
of her mother, " that Dr. Blayney had alfo fa- 
" voured his caufe juft before his death," that 
nothing ot that kind could in comparifon afFeft 

• Dr. Mois's letter to Mr. Meade, Jan. 7, 1799. 
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her. But to fave the time and trouble of com- 
jnents, Mr. Meade denies altogether the truth of 
Mr. Daubeny's affertion, recited by the Biihopof 
Lincoln: and he can fortunately produce de- 
cifive authority for contradi£ting it.* 

Extract of a Letter from the Rev. Dr. Moss 

to Mr. Meade. 

"Jan. 7, 1799. 

" That you may no longer remain under any 
*' mifapprehenfions in regard to my father and 
" myfelf, I fhall tell you once for all, that we nci- 
*' ther faid nor wrote, nor encouraged the writing 
*^ of, any thing whatever that reflefted dn Mrs. 
" Meade or yourfelf." 

And the BiQiop of Bath and Wells himfelf, 
on hearing that this ftory which the Bifhop of 
Lincoln has recited in his paper, was in circular 

* Mr. Meade here publicly calls on the Bifhop of Lincohi to 
ilate what grounds, what document^ or authority, he had for afcri- 
bing to a lady, who was a ftranger to him, a monftrous and (hocking 
aft of wickednefs, as under the fandtion of the name of a deceafed 
bifhop I Mr. Meade ventures to tell the world, that the Bifhop of 
Lincoln had no fort of proof to fupport this (hocking aggre(fion, 
but the word of that perfon whom of all others he ought in this 
catufe to have diftrufted! The afTertion \%fa\fe^ falfe. But if it 
were true that a bifhop, or any man, on hearing one fide, had been 
rafh enough to decide a caufe, will any man of fenfe fay that fuch a 
deciiion is any thing like proof ? Or will any man wh^has an idea 
of juftice call fuch " a/^/ inveftigation,'* as the Bifhop of Lincola 
terms it ? If fuch means of atucking characters be tolerated, what 
i'ecurity or proteftion d(>es the law afford? 
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tioDy declared it, under his own hand, to be ^foul 
** and villainous caiunmy^^ Thefe are his Lordfliip'a 
words.* 

In the following month, February 1 799, Dr. 
Blayney wrote to Mr. Meade from Oxford, •• I 
** had a civil meffage from Dr. Mofs, by Mr. 
'^ Barker, to aflfure me that he was perfe£Uy fa- 
" tisfied with refpeft to you ; and that neither he 
*' nor his father meant to take any other part re- 
^' fpe£ting the matter between you and your 
« adverfary than what is explained in his letter 
" to you;"t which related to Mr. Daubeny*s pro- 
feffional chara£ter, and his fitnefs to ferve the 
New Church. 

Inftead of a reply to this, the Bifliop of Lincoln, 
. keeping out of fight the only point at iflue, di- 
re£ls the mind to what is abfolutely irrelevant. 
If the Bifhop of Bath and Wells" fays ht^'Jidnot 
pronounce Mrs. Meade perjured^ he gave an 
unequivocal proof of his being fatisfied with 
refped to Mr. Daubeny, by licenfing him to the 






* As the Bifhop of Lincoln requires orig^nial docmnents, 
Meade refers his Lordfhip to the Rev. Mr. Sibley* in Bath, to whom 
the Bifhop of Bath and Wells wrote ; and who gave his Lordftip't 
letter twice to Mr. Meade, that he might clearly underiland it ; and 
at the fame time to the Rev. Dr. Gardiner, who accompanied Miw 
Meade. Mr Sibley no doubt has preferved the letter, in whicli 
were the above exprefEons, and others not lefs pointed ; and as a 
gentleman of known candour and confdence, he will not dedine ta 
perform an ad of juftice, if properly called upon to fhew it. 

t Mr. Meade has the originaL' 
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^ Free Chtirch at Bath, after a ^/uM ifivefiigatimC^ 
^ of tlie caib between yoa sod Mr. Daab^iy ; an^ 
*' I have Dr. Mofs's autfaDritj to isj^ that his 
*' father did expreJ^ the tnaft auoEipAete fatis£iSion 
^^ with rcfped to Mr. Daubcnj^s cfaaraAer. The 
^ late ArchhiflEiop of Canterbury, who was coa- 
^ ** folted, as being a fnhfcriber to the FreeChardl, 

gave his full confent and approbation to Mr. 

Daubeny 's appointment to the Free Church,** fee. 

Mr. Meade attacked neither Mr. Daubeny** 
public nor private charader, much iefe did he in- 
terfere with the opinion which any btfliop or other 
perfon might entertain of him ; he merely fpoke 
/o afaEt^ in defence of his wife; to aflioddng, 
unexampled, and fpecific charge, recited by the 
Bi&op of Lincoln, and which Mr. Meade had 
proved to be feUJt. And when the BHbop rf 
L'mcofln quotes extraSs of letters, which he pro« 
feflfes to have himfelf }uft received on this fubjed, 
Tvhere are his own letters, to which thefe were 
replies ?f How did his JLordihip reprefent fa&l 
And by what ftat^nlt»ts did he fdticat tfaefe letters? 
The anfwer to thefe queffions is by xx> means ir- 

t Bid the Biihop of Lmcob tsasaz or caB fiar tilde repHe^ 
befioceiie uttered bu paper of iiivedives? 'BliAh&nsftfirfi circidaUf 
For the finrcalatioii by hi^ fiunilyy of a piV>cr wriuc P by TiiniP'^^ 
cannot be jxzeiaBied to ^ ivitfaout ins concunaice. 
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relevant. Let his Lord(hip (hew the letters which 
drew forth the feplies; for there need be no 
myftery in the matter. 

That Mrs. Meade made confeflions* of guilt as 
is ungetierouflyafferted, (he pofitively denies. The 
ftory carries its own refutation : and Providence 
feems to have made her enemies the inftruments 
of confuting themfelves; for in the letter her 
iifter fent to her through Mr. Daubeny himfelf^ 
the morning after thefe pretended confeffions are 
faid to have been made, and the firft ftep taken 
by either party, Ihe is told that her mother's 
doors are to be (hut againft her and her children. 
« Juftice," fays Mrs. M. Barnfton^ " muft firft be 
•' done to my mother*s and to Mr. Daubeny *s 
" charafter, before you can be received into the 
*^ family. Moreover^ (Mr. Daubeny's own favou- 
** rite word) moreover (he defires that your chil- 
** dren may not be fent, as that can anfwer no 
" purpofe while their mother is not received, I 



* Mrs. Meade has never feen a flatement of the confefHons which : 
(he is faid to have made ; but from what fhe hears, they confift of 
interpretations put ort her words by zealous partifans, who pro- 
bably thought as they wifhed. Mrs. Meade herfelf did not con* 
ceive that any expreffions of her's could, by the moil ardent ima* 
gtoations, have received the conftruftion which fhe hears has been 
applied to them. But fhe believes that the hiflory and circumffamces 
of the pretended confefHons fpeak for themfelves^ without any ne* 
cefHty on her part to declare in a more folemn manner, which flie is 
ready any moment to do, that the fentiments afcribed to her Were 
never in her tlioughts. 
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** write this to prevent the difagreeable circum^ 
•* fiance of yotir being refufed adipittance. You 
^^ have been told oh what terms ahne you can be 
^^ recnved!* 

It is plain then that fhe had iiot complied with 
their ternjs! For if (he had, every bar to her being 
received into her mother's houfe muft have been 
removed, even by their own account. Will any 
man of common fenfe now give credit to that 
(hocking allegation conveyed to Mrs. Meade by 
Mr. Daubeny, ^^ you know that you admitted that 
you gained a verdiS for Mr. Meade by your n$to^ 

rimjly-falfe evidence.^* Does not the aflertion 
carry with it its own condemnation^ as well as its 
refutation? Mr. Meade requefts the reader to 
perufe the letters, and the hiftory of that transl- 
ation in the Appendix* 

His Lordihip, proceeding with his paper, re* 
cites the aflertion, << that Mrs. Meade imputed 
^* motives to Mr. Daubeny." Mr. Meade informs 
his Lordfliip, that he is again miftaken. She only 
related fa£ls. The Jury alcribed motives. 

Mrs. Meade alfo begs leave to proteft againft the 
Bifliop's readinefs to find out motives for her. She 
knew her own, and fwore to them! 

Again, his LordQiip adopts the impofing pre- 
tence of Mr. Daubeny being ^^ the reprefentative 
" of Mrs. Meade's father." No doubt he endea- 
voured to be the reprefentative of the whole 
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family f But who made him re/irefetuative ^ He 
had married one of Mrs. Meade's fifters, and had 
been one of her father's three executors^ jointly 
with an elder brother-in-law Mr. Sikes. and 
Mrs. Bamfton's brother Mr. Sawbridge, both of 
whom were alive. But what authority had fae^ 
as executor of a will, over /terfons f or when did 
it ceafe? or was it to extend over Mifs Bamfton, 
at thirty-two, as over her mother, till at eighty* 
five years of age ? 

The Bifhop's recital, <^ that Mifs Bamfton being 
^' determined on marrying, had made prepara«- 
" tions for her wedding;" and his Lordfliip*s wife; 
Mrs. Tomline, having confidently averred ^* that 
*' Mifs Bamfton had even fixed on the wedding- 
** day previous to the trial," are new proofs of 
the unfitnefs of his Lordftiip for the office into 
which he obtruded himfelf. How could he or 
Mrs. Tomline know her intentions or deternii- 
nations, or venture to poifon the minds of her 
friends by fuch ungenerous ftories, even before 
the Bifliop had feen Mr- Meade's papers? The 
fa£l is abfolutely unfounded. That friend of 
her late father, into whofe generous family ihe 
was received, that proteftor and fecond father^ 
who, with his excellent wife, had condu£ted her 
into Court, laid before her after the trial her whole 
fituation, and eameftly advifed her to marry 
Mr. Meade, himfelf and Mrs. Goddard affiftiog 



*f to expedite all matters before they (hould be 
" obliged to leave home*"* 

Ojp the fame foundatbfl ddes the Bilhbp recite^ 
^' that the carriage was bef{)oke before th^ trial." 
How can his Lordflitp fuffer his name to b^ thus 
trifled with? The coa^hmak^r's books cati filpply 
a contradiction to this aflfdrtion. M^ Meade^s 
carriage was not bespoke ^ either before or afier th6 
trial. For preffed by Mr. Coddard, Who^ as he 
himfelf fays, was in bade to go to the Weft of 
England^t ^nd only Waited td perform the part of 
a parent by Mifs Bafnfton, Mr. Meade fearched^ 
and found a carriage ready made, and within a 
few days of being finifhed^ which he bought of 
Kemp, in Long-Acre.:|; The BiChOp even adopts 
an incorre£lnefs in ftating the time of Mrs.Meade's 
marriage, for the purpofe, as it fhould feem, of 
giving a little more plaufibility to bis argument. 

His Lordfliip having d.ifcovered a want of 
precifion in one ftatemertt, where indeed preci- 

* See Mr. Goddard's letter to Mrs. Meade's uncle already quoted. 
Dr. Blayney alfo wrote to Mi& Barnfton an excellent paper on the 
fame fubjed, now in Mr. Meade's pofFeffion. 

t See his ktter already ^yen. 

t If the BiHiop though theie ftories worth reciting when he 
believed them to he true, was it not conmion jufBce to retfa^ them^ 
when he found tliat they were Me? But as his LprdAup. and Mrs. 
TomMne would fcom to mvent fuch tales to injure the reputation 
of perfons whom they do not know» Mr. Meade calls on them to 
recoUed who it wa»that thus impofed on them; and when they 
havo diitorartddteMtoofifefbcahmmiiBi tho^ke tfaeSiOipp. 
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don was neither affefled, nor appeared neceflary^ 
has noted it with his ufual fagacity; and he 
is welcome to all the triumph it^can give hjny y 
Mr. Meade, defcribing Mrs. Barnfton^asan agea 
perfon, whofc memory was more likely to fail 
than that of a perfon who was younger by forty 
years, mentioned loofely, " an old lady, near 
eighty." If Mr. Meade had faid, '* between 
feventy and eighty," he confeffes it would have 
been better. But when the Bifhop of Liacoln 
gravely marks this mighty error, in what Jight 
will that cenfor appear, who really needs corredl- 
ion in that very point on which he prefumes with 
fuch ftriftnefs to correft another? His Lord- 
fhip pofitively averp, *' that Mrs. Barnfton was iti 
" truth in her Jeventy-fecond year at the time of the. 
" trial.*^ Mr. Meade informs his Lordfliip, ** that 
" Mrs. Barnfton was in truth in herjeventy-fourtb yem*, 
" at the time of the trial.''* 

Thefe (lories would be hardly worth notice, but 
that the circulation of them by his Lordfliip and 
Us family manifeft both his hafte and his partiality. 

apply his own pofition, << that a perfon detected in wifehood is not 
" entitled to credit on any other occafion." 

* It is reraarkal le too, that his Lordfhip faw Mrs. Barnfton's age 
ilated by Mrs. M. Barnflon, in a letter to Mrs. Meade, in Septem- 
ber 1803, when (he mentions that her mother had then pafled her 
eight^'-fifth year. But the Bifhop has only to look to mourning- 
rings of the family, or any other document, and he will iee that 
Mrs. Barnfton wanted only three months of feventy-four, when his 
Lordfhip ventured to aflert ^^ that fhe was in truth ip her ieveaty« 
" fecond year.'* 
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For he never waited to afk whether they were 
true or not ; not, when they were proved to be 
unfounded, bad he the candour to acknowledge 
it. On the contrary, forgetting that thefe ftoriec 
were brought forward as arguments againfi Mrs, 
Meade ; and that their falfehood marked the tern* 
per of her opponents, his Lordfliip thinks it 
enough to fay, " that thefe are nothing to the 
*^ other points." As if he would infinuate, that 
Mr. Meade, by proving thefe to be falfe, meant.. 
to evade any other points. But Mr. Meade ven-* 
tares to fey, that there is not a fingle page of his 
whole paper that has not glaring miftakes, not 
to fay more. 

His Lordfliip proceeding gives what he i« 
pleafed to call " Mrs. Meade's reprejentations.^^ He 
fhould rather have faid, " Mr. Daubenfs rejirejen' 
" tatiotts for Mrs. Meade^^ Mrs. Meade would 
have anfwered for herfelf, if (he had been applied 
to. And when the Bifliop fays, " that all idea 
*^ of her marrying Mr. Meade was underjiood toht 
*f at an end:'* by whom was it underftood? Not 
by Mifs Barnfton ; although flie was not obliged 
to reveal all her hopes and fears to fo unfeeling a 
relation as Mr. Daubeny. 

As to Mifs Barnfton's betraying what Mr. 
Daubeny faid, (which admits that he did fay 
it) it is fo clearly proved to be falfe, that it is 
aftonilhing the Bifliop would be made the in- 
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ftrument of circulating fo unjuft and ungenerous 
an aflfertion; her endeavours to give Mr. Meade 
ap opportunity to defend himfelf, by know* 
ing clearly the charges againft him, being not 
more earned than her anxiety to prefcrve Mr* 
Daubeny from the fufpicion of being Mr. Meade^s 
enemy. In July 1791, flie wrote to Mrs. Gun- 
ning, " Don't tell Mr. Meade half what is faid, 
<^ it will make him mad.'* To Archdeacon Co* 
ham, July 1791, "I leave it to your difcretion^ 
^* my dear fir, to tell hira what you think proper^ 
« afraid of his knowing the worft."* To the fame» 
in the fame month, ^' The will bufinefs is the 
" matter of importance to be cleared up, to be 
" fure; but to whom? not to Mr. Meade's friends^ 
" not merely to the Daubenys ; but certainly to 
•^ my friends, who alone are the people infc£lcd.** 
To Mrs. Gunning, July 1 791, " Be fure you don't 
«* tell Mr. S s that Mr. Daubeny is concerned]^ 
" nothing would mortify him fo much." Toir 
Archdeacon Coham, Aug. 1791, " Mr. Daubeajr 
*' mud not be fpoken to, for my aim is to keepi 
" him out of fight." To her fifter Mrs. Daubeny^ 
Auguft 1 79 1, *^ I was anxious to a degree that 
<* the frefh alarms about his chara£ter (hould not 
** be fuppofed to come from Mr. Daubeny." Tq 
her aunt Mrs. Ravenhill, in the fpring of 1792^ 

* Thde letters suta id Mr. Meade> pofleffioiu 



** God only knows the forrow I have felt on Mr. 
** Paubeny's account, that he has brought things 
-^ to fuch ^ pafs, that one charafler cannot be 
*^ c]eared> but at the expence of the other." 

Jn a lettei; Oflobcr 1791, from Dr. Biayney to 
Mils Barafton, he remonftrates with her on the 
kllenefs of her endeavours to fcreen Mr. Daubeny. 
** He is not now," fays Dr. Biayney, ** /(? ie made 
*^ a bitter enejny; he is already a declared and 
** implacable one. It is idle to think of leaving 
*• idwiout, who has been the moft a6live in the 
** abufe. Recolleft what you have acknowledged 
*^ to have heard imputed to Mr, Meade; and by 
*^ whom have you heard it imputed ? Who has 
** reprefented Mr. Meade in fuch an odious light 
*^ to your mother, and poifoned her mind with 
** calumnies } Not Mr. James Daubeny nor Mr* 
J. Daubeny, but the perfon whom you wijh iix 
s^re. All your relations have imbibed from 
one and the fame mouth their prejudices againft 
*' Mr. Meade." Mifs Barnfton to her fitter Mrs* 
M. Barnfton > early in 1 792, from Mr.Sikes^s houfe, 
** Unlefs you can effeft fome condefcenfion on 
*^ Mr. Daubeny's part, it is in vain to talk of 
^' peace. You grieve me to the fouj, but I cannot 
*^ help you. I know you think, that becaufe I 
Ihall be fummoned, I take part againft Mr. 
Daubeny. God forbid! I go there no more 
voluntarily than you will; nor fhall I fay more 
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«« tHan the law will compel me to. People are 
•* obliged to appear, I underftand, and bound by 
" oath to f y what they know. Mr. Daubeny 
** knows as well as 1 do what he has faid to me. 
I charge you, as you love your family, that the 
fteps you now take muft be to conciliate, if you 
** wou'd do them real fervice. T am, your moft 
•^ affliSled, but moft affeftionate lifter, , 

" C. Barnston.*' 

<* P. S. Pray read this to Aunt Raveuhill, and 
** advife with her what to do." 

Nothing was plainer, than that as Mifs Barn- 
fton from he firft conceived it neceffary that Mr. 
Meade ftioqld know the charges againft him, in 
order to e^^plain them and to clear himfelfj fo 
file wiflieu that not a word more (hould be related 
to him than was neceffary for that purpofe. It 
was her earneft requeft that nothing ftiould be 
needlefsly repeated, which mighf irritate angry 
parties ; but that by benevolently conces^ling what 
might prevent future reconciliation, (he might 
lay a foundation, as far at leaft as (he could do^ 
for a return of good-will, when paflion fhould 
fubfide. 

This referve, arifing from the pureft motives 
of the heart, and chiefly in favour of Mr. Daubeny 
himfelf, the Biftiop of Lincoln, forgetting that 2^ 
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foft word fometimes turns away wrath, has thought 
proper to term deceit. And becaufe Mrs. Meade 
exprefled or wrote, *' that when flie was required 
** in a court of law to fpeak the whole truth on 
*' oath, there was an end of benevolent refervesj" 
his Lordlhip again argues as if he had difcovered 
fomething allied to perjury. But in this part of 
his manufcript the pointing and the narrative are 
fo confufed, that Mr. Meade has not always been 
clear whether the fentiments and expreflions are 
thofe of the Biftio^, or of Mr. Daubeny ; whether 
they mean to (late Mrs. Meade's words, or Mr. 
Daubeny's deduftion?; whether they are impli- 
cations from her filence, or conftruflions of what 
her opponents exprefs for her. 

B>ut the idea of betraying confidence did not 
enter into Mifs Barnfton's mind. When per- 
fuaded that Mr. Meade was perfecuted for no 
other caufe than his attachment to her, could (he 
in honour have done otherwife than inform him 
of what was faid in his abfence to the ruin of 
his charadter, that he might be prepared to vin- 
dicate it ? There was ftill another reafon that 
urged her to do as flie did, which was, that her 
own happinefs feemed to be- interefted in it. 
Notwithftanding Mr. Daubeny's influence with 
her mother ^ndfome of her relations, there was a 
very refpefitable branch of the family who faw 
nothing to objed to* Mr. Meade on account of 
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Mr. Daubeny*s quarrel with him. By thefe Mn 
Meade was encouraged to renew his addreflfes in 
January 1791, when their united intentions were 
fruftrated by alarming infinuations of , great crimi- 
nality refpefting a will. But Mifs Barnfton 
•having difcovered in the courfe of time much 
injuftice in thefe infinuations, her confequent 
determinations, together with the interference of 
her relations, muft have prevailed, if Mr. Daubeny 
had not come forward in time with his Ihocking 
allegations. Then it was, that her friends repre- 
fented to her the impoffibility of their counte- 
nancing a connexion with a perfon, whofe cha- 
ra£ler was queftionable; and pointed out the 
neceffity of Mr. Meade clearing himfelf, if he 
could. Her own ideas correfponded exaftly 
with thofe of her friends. She could not bear 
to marry a man of blafted reputation, and per- 
fuaded, as (he might afterwards have been, of his 
blameleffnefs and integrity, her own honour, (he 
thought, required that the world fliould think 
well of him too. What then was (he to do ? She 
was not enjoined fecrecy by Mr. Daubefny as to 
what he reported to her. On the contrary, " If 
** I had a(ked Mr. Daubeny, (fays (he, in a letter to 
her mother) whether I fliould tell it again, he 
would have faid. Yes, with all my heart." And 
again, in a letter to her fitter, " I told Mr. Meade 
" and Dr. Blayney what Mr. Daubeny told me. 
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^ as coming from his brothers; I faid, as you faid, 
*^ that he was not the author of this affair ; and 
•* I knew he did not care for my repeating what 
•* he told me, becaufe it did not come from him, 
** and becaufe he faid they had themfelves in- 
•* formed Mr. Meade of the particulars.'* In 
faft Mifs Barnfton did not at the time believe 
that Mr, Daubeny had fpoken any thing from 
himfelf, but at fecond-hand from his brothers, 
who were prepared, as he told her, to make good 
their affertions. She therefore fuppofed they 
would do as he faid, and that matters would be 
brought to a difcuflion between them and Mr. 
Meade, (not in a court of law^ which never entered 
into her heady but before a meeting of friends) when 
(he hoped that Mr. Meade would be able to make 
k his innocence appear, to the fatisfaftion even of 
his accufers. And thus (he flattered herfelf with 
the momentary belief, that (he might become the 
means of reconciling perfons, who through mis- 
apprehenfion only had been eftranged from each 
other. Unhappily (he was but too foon convinced 
that nothing lefs was meant than to allow Mr» 
Meade an opportunity of vindicating himfelf from 
the charges which had been brought againft him. 
But on which fide foever the propofed arbitration 
failed, it certainly was not her fault that it did £b. 
Her mifery on the occafion was extreme, ^d can- 
not be better expreffed than by ftating the letters 
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that pafled between her and her friends before 
the trial; fome of them preffing and terrifying 
her from giving any evidence in Court, others 
urging every argument to convince her of the 
duty and neceflity of it. Her mother wrote to 
her thus: *' I muft tell you, that if Mr. Meade 
begins with law, your brother (Mr. Daubeny) 
will go on with it, and other perfons in the 
family be brought forward; in which cafe your 
•^ mother, if God enables her, muft appear to 
** give evidence againft her daughter, as fhe will 
" not fit quiet, and fee her fon-in-law's charafter 
•^ facrificed to Mr. Meade." 
^ About the fame time another letter from Mr. 
Sikes to Mr. Goddard was (hewn to Mifs Barn- 
fton, in which were the following words: " Mrs, 
" Barnfton fees her daughter's condu£l in appear- 
** ing againft Mr. Daubeny in fuch a light, that 
" the mother and daughter can never fee each 
*' other again, if flie goes into Court." 

Mifs Barnfton was fo diftreffed by thefe letters, 
that (he wrote to Mr. Meade in the following 
language: " My comfort is for ever broken up; 
" alienated from my mother, and driven to ap- 
** pear a chief evidence againft a brother, with 
*' whom for twelve years I lived in perfe6l amity 
*' and friendfliip, and the huft)and of my deareft 
** fitter, the whole w^orld is indifferent to me ; 
" and what was once a paradife of peace and 
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** harmony, is now a fcene of wretchednefs and 
** difcord. If you muft purfue law, I only pray, 
" that I may die when the trial is ovef." 

In the fame afflifted ftile {he wrote alfo to Mt 
Coham and Dr. Blayney, and flie received the 
following anfwers. 

Archdeacon Coham to Mifs Bahusto^* 

" Dear Madam, Potterne, May 179I. 

I received your diftrefling letter, and qould 
fill this with lamenting your hard cafe; but nei- 
ther charity to your relations, nor your own 
*^ reluftances, muft be indulged to the injury of 
" my friend or his caufe. You know that Dr. 
" Blayney was alw.ays an advocate for arbitration; 
" but now he doubts with me. If our virtue 
" feem fomewhat auftere, you are to confider 
" what two rigid matters you have to ferve, 
** truth and juftice; thefe muft be your counfellors 
" for confolation. 

** I am, dear Madam, &c. 

" A- Coham." 

Dr. Blayney, finding that fhe ftill wanted great 
fupport to fatisfy her mind, and ftrengthen it for 
an appearance in Court, exprelfed himfelf in the 
following energetic terms. , 
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" Dear Madam, Pouljhot^ May 27, 1792* 

" With refpeft .to -^your perfonal diftrefs, 
*^ heaven knows how fiticerely I pity you, and 
" would go a great way to relieve you, if I 
*^ knew how to do it without violating the prin-?' 
*^ ciples of honour, juftice, and friendfliip. But 
^* can I perfuiade My. Meade, wouW you even 
^^ wifli he ftiould be perfuaded, to facrifice the 
^\ deareft interefts of his life, for the fake of fpa- 
** ring you thofe utoeafy fenfations of which you 
*^ are fo apprehenfive? Call to mind, how often 
'^* you. have yourfelf urged upon him the neceflity 
^^ of vindicating liis charafler. Nor can you novy 
** think of giving him up, without incurring even 
'** greater infamy than would fall to his fliare. 
. ** How am 1 fhocked at hearing of a parent, of 
*' relations, and friends, foliciting you to bid de- 
^* fiance to every moral and religious confideration, 
*^ aridpreffing you to proftitute your confcience, 
*^ for the fake of fparing an unfeeling brother-in- 
*^ law (a itiofl: unfeeling one he has been to you) 
*^ k.difgradi which he has, you know, moft auda- 
" cioufly provoked. I will not fay with what 
'^eye'the laws of tlieir country will be difpofed 
to regard and refent fuch pernicious attempts 
'toicorriipt the evidence which public juftice 
" calls for; but I will be bold, as a Chriftian Mi- 
** nifter, to fay, that in the fight of Gop they are 
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•* moft abominably wicked. For what in the naiiie 
** of God do they tempt yoii to do? You cannot 
^^ evade appearing in Courts whither you are fum- 
** moned. It is well known what you have already 
openly and voluntarily declared: and do they ex- 
peft you publicly to falfify and contradift yourfelf ? 
Do they expeft you to prevaricate in the face 
** of God and the world ? Do they require you 
^* to perjure yourfelf, by fuppreffing one tittle of 
*^ the truth ? Heaven forbid that you iliould be 
** fo profligately wicked, and at once give up all 
** hopes of both prefent and eternal happinefs \ 
** Did Mr. Meade's caufe require any fuch fupport, 
** believe me, I would inftantly and with abhor* 
** rence renounce it. But no fuch thing; truth, 
^* and truth only, is its fure ground of dependence. 
They terrify you with threats of bringing your 
mother into Court to fwear againft you ^ trufl: 
me, they dare not do it j they dare not expofe 
her to public examination. How much foever 
** under undue influence, I cannot believe her fo 
** unprincipled as to deliver an evidence upon 
** oath contrary to truth. And you muft know 
** how much her fpeaking what (he knows 
** to be true, muft ferve Mr. Meade's caufe* No- 
thing but pity and compaflion for her and for 
you has prevented Mr. Meade from fubpoena- 
ing her. But if flie appear, let the inhumanity 
" be with thofe that brought her forward; (he 
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*rmuft be clofely and ftriftly interr(5gated. Your 
'* fituation. Madam, I muft confefs to be a hard 
" one. You are called to a fevere trial, a pain- 
" ful ftruggle between natural afFeclion and con- 
*' fcience. But the greater the difficulty the 
^' greater will be your reward, if you ftedfaftly 
*^ perfevere in doing what is right. The laws of 
" God, you know, are ever to be preferred to the 
*^ will of man; nor are we at liberty to comply 
*^ with the requifitions of an earthly parent, when 
inconfiftent with thofe eternal obligations of 
truth and juftice, which are laid upon us by our 
Heavenly One. On the contrary, our religion 
exprefsly requires us to give up the neareft and 
deareft relations, rather than forego one of thofe 
primary duties, which it enforces on our praftice. 
He that loveth father or mother more than me, 
* is not worthy of me.* Do they threaten you 
** then with breaking off all connexion with you? 
Fear them not. If they forfake you for doing 
what is juft and right, there is yet one that will 
take you up, that both can and will compenfate 
the lofs by other friends. And dread not the 
reproach of men, whilft you have the teftimony 
of your own confcience in your favour, and the 
certainty of being approved by Almighty God. 
" But fhould you be prevailed upon to do, what 
*^ God and your own heart muft condemn, you 
^^ may well tremble for the confequences ; the. 
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<* lofs of peace of mind here, and eternal mifery 
" hereafter. 

" You will pardon me. Madam, for having thus 
<* taken upon me to remind you of your duty^ 
•* not that 1 think you ignorant of it, but to keep 
*^ you ftedfaft under trial, and to oppofe the arti- 
** fices of thofe who would miflead you. Let 
•* Mr. S. if you pleafe, or any other, fee what I 
** have written ; if they can difprove it, let them 
** doit; if not, let them ceafe to trouble you. 
" 1 purpofe being in London on Tuefday ; I glory 
in Handing by Mr. Meade, as an oppreffed and 
injured man ; and 1 truft I (hall not be aftiamed 
** of the juftice of his caufe. You know my 
** principles, and as far as they allow, I fliall be 
^^ ever happy to approve myfelf. Madam, 

^* Your moft obedient humble fervant, 

*' Benjamin Blayney.** 

Mr. Goddard alfo wrote to her thus, *^ I am 
^' more and more confirmed, that it is indifpen- 
fably neceflary that the profecutiori be conti- 
nued, fo as to obtain a legal decifion, be the 
** iffue what it may; as there is no other method 
*^ for the juftification of Mr. Meade's charafter, 
in which your own is involved ; it is an a£l of 
juftice you owe .to yourfelf to vindicate it. 
Conciliatory meafures are never to be departed 
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^< from when they caa be adopted^ but unfortu* 
^* xiately thefe have been excluded ; not by you, 
^* nor by Mr. Meade, but by his opponent, on 
whom folely the whole blame muft reft, in 
having driven Mr. Meade to the neceffity of 
*' obtaining a public juftification. — How could 
*' you refpefl a man under a ftigma in the world; 
^^ would not the world fay, you cared not what 
" his character is, provided you married him ? — . 
** He made, or acceded more than once to, pro- 
" pofals of arbitration, which by one or other 
•* quirk were as repeatedly evaded by his oppo^ 
nent; this is a folace to you. I hold charafter 
in avery different light from money tranfafitions; 
however ready I might be to facrifice money 
for peace, 1 would not fuffer charadter to be 
** frittered away. Can they be your friends, who 
^* advife you to the contrary ? 

** Our hearts and doors are ever open to you; 
deny us not the gratification of keeping up 
your fpirits, and affording you every comfort 
** by proving to you the fincerity of our friendftiip 
<' and attachment. I am, &c. 

** John Goddard.*** 

Thefe, together with Mr. Goddard's perfonal 
attendance, on whofe judgment (he greatly relied, 

f Mr. Meade ha^ the (Mig^al draft u Mr. Goddard's writjiig* 
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enabled b^r to go through the diiBcult and 
painful tafk allotted to her; in doing which her 
confcience does not reproach her with the leafl: 
wilful exaggeration, or deviation from the truth. 

What candid mind, then, mufi not perceive the 
cruelty and injuftice of taxing her with being 
acceffary to her brother-in-law's punifliment, 
when . her appearance in Court, and the evidence 
flie gave there, were impofed upon her by ftrong 
neceflity, and could not be evaded, without vio- 
lating the moft facred obligations of duty, religion, 
and honour? 

WTien the Biihop pretends to give the charafler 
of Mrs. Meade in her family, from whom is 
his charafier of her drawn ? Is it from her only 
Uncle ? her only Aunt? any one of her numerous 
and refpeSable Coufins? old Friends, Acquain- 
tances, or Connexions of the family ? Is it from 
any of her Neighbours, rich or poor? No, in 
truth ! His Lordihip has given a long letter, and 
has thought proper, irrelevant as it is, to quote it 
in full, written to Mr, Daubeny by a friend of his, 
a total Granger to Mr. and Mrs. Meade, having 
never feen either of them in his Jife; a gentleman 
who married one of the junior ladies of the fa- 
mily, a niece of Mrs. Meade's, fome years after 
Mr. Daubeny's trial, and who knows nothing 
of Mr. or Mrs. Meade, but through Mr. Daubeny 
and his friends, and whoie ietter was a reply to 
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Mr. Daubenfs own Jiatement! What can his 
Lordfliip's objeft be in this? Is there one argu- 
ment or proof brought forward on the queftions 
at iffue? His Lordfhip could not feel pleafure 
merely in reciting fuch letters* againft a lady; 
ftill lefs could he feel gratification in promoting 
family difcord, rather than harmony ! 

But for Mrs. Meade's chara£ler, an appeal 
might be made from the Biihop's prejudices, and 
from the refentments of Mr. Daubeny, to Mr, 
Daubeny himfelf in his temperate days $ and on 
this occafion, it is prefumed not one of her family 
can deny the fa6ls. From her youth up to the 
middle age of her life, that is, from the age of 
eighteen to thirty-two, no one knew her better, 
few fo well as himfelf, She lived almoft wholly 
in his fociet)^ ; flie was as a fecond mother to his 
children, and his value and efteem of her had 
their foundation in a moft intimate acquaintance 
and unprejudiced judgment. During the whole 
of that period, fhe continued his favourite and 
friend, his conftant companion, confidante, and 
Gounfellor; his expreffions were the moft afFefti- 
onate towards her, and his confidence in her un- 

• Mrs. Meade fincerely laments that any of her connedHons are 
deluded. She is not un acquainted with the means adopted to excite 
and to keep up that deluiion; and fhe can for that reafon the more 
cafily excufe it. She would hope that the time is not diftant when 
they may fee their miftakes, which they cannot be more defirous^ 
than fhe will be r^dy, to forg^. 
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bounded. But the moment that the afFe£lions of 
her heart difpofed her to marry, he firft tried all 
means to defeat her plans, and afterwards never 
ceafed to be her cruelleft, bittereft enemy. Since 
her marriage, he knows nothing of her charafter 
as a wife or a mother, as the miftrefs of a family^ 
or a neighbour; but thofe that do know her 
would tell his Lordfliip, that there does not live 
a woman of a morq pure and fpotlefs name; nor 
one whofe chara6ler is more beloved and efteemed 
by all who are acquainted with it. 

Mr. Meade can well believe that the Biihop 
was at firft completely deceived, and that, as na- 
turally as the dropping of water hollows a ftone, 
his Lordfliip caught the prejudices of inflamed 
parties and partizans, to whom he had confined 
himfelf, and foon became a decided enemy to Mr. 
and Mrs. Meade. His name and zeal excited 
high expeftations in his party, and he encouraged 
them; fo that he feems to have forgotten even his 
own idea of his being a Judge^ for in the outfet of 
his manufcript he fays that he (hall ** endeavour** 
to prove that what Mrs. Meade folemnly fwore 
was falfe ; and " that the fubjedt was important, 
*^ as it involved Mr, Daubenys charaEler^^ without 
any feeling for Mrs. Meade's. How elfe would 
any gentleman have voluntarily applied to a lady 
fuch expreffions,as ^^incorre£l principles ^'^ — " deceit^* 
— ** lyingy^ — ^^ falje-fwearing^^ — ^^ fie}jury^*' and fuch 
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like? What but the madnefe of prejudice could 
make him overlook a number of contradiftions 
recited by himfelf? In the firft document he 
quotes, he faw the difficulty of finding out fome 
plaufible objeflions for Mrs. Barnfton againft Mr. 
Meade. She avers " that her objeftions were 
*^ prior to the affairs abroad." Again, *^ that the 
" affairs abroad were the ground of her objeft- 
^^ ions.-* " She and her daughter Mrs. M. Barn* 
<* fton attefted a paper which would have been 
** important for Mr. Daubeny 's caufe, but it came 
^* too late for the trials" forgetting that Mrs. M. 
Barnfton was at the trial. Mrs. Barnfton fays, 
'* that Mr. Daubeny did not influence her by his 
" accounts ;" again, ** that her opinion was fully 
*• decided by thefe accounts." ** Mr. Meade's 
*' treatment of Mrs. Barndon affefted her ob- 
** jeftions;" and, " her objeflions were faid to be 
^* prior to this treatment." The Biihop recites 
Mrs. Barnfton ftating Mifs Barnfton to have 
fworn, ^^ that her mother was defirous of her mar- 
^' rying Mr. Meade ;" that ** her mother wijhed 
^' // ;" &c. Mifs Barnfton fworc no fuch thing. 
His Lordfliip continues his recital, ^^ that nothing 
** could alter Mrs. Barnfton's opinion." This lan- 
guage, though neither natural to a parent, nor to 
the mind of Mrs. Barnfton, was much in character 
with thofe who conveyed to her the falfe accounts 
€»f her daughter's oath, or who prepared a paper 
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for her to fign on the fubjeft. His Lordftiip 
quotes Mrs. Barnfton faying " that her daughter 
« was to judge ior her own happinefs." And 
he alfo quotes Mr. Daubeny defiring " tkat tie 
^^ mot ier would judge for her daughter's happn 
*' nefs." Perhaps they would all have done better 
to have left an independent woman at thirty to 
judge for her own happinefs, efpeciaUy when all 
the objeftions fpecified againft the man Ihe chofe, 
feem to be, " that he was born in Ireland.'* 

Why does the Bifliop pafs over, " that the letter 
<* mentioned to have been written by Mrs. Meade 
** to her fifter was an anfwer to one recewed ? Why 
not give Mrs. M. Barnfton's /jr/? letter, and Mrs. 
Meade's anfwer? Can it be, becaufe that jirji 
letter proves " that Mrs. Meade did not make the 
" required confeffions fo falfely imputed to her?^* 
How does it happen, that the Biihop never quotes 
but for one fide? Mrs. M. Bamfton's letter was 
fent exprefs by Mr. Daubeny to Mrs. Meade, the 
morning after the interview, and was the firft 
ftep* taken after it. 

The Bifliop again fays, ** that Mrs. Meade did 
** not mention, in any letter to Mr. Daubeny or 
** other relations, the words fhe fwore to have 
" heard from him:" and therefore he would in- 
fer that Mr. Daubeny never uttered them. But 
if he had read Mifs Barnfton's letters, even thofe 

* See kin the hiftoryo£4lieinteiTiew in the Appendix* 
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which were before his eyes, he would have feen 
that fhe mentioned it over and over again ; not to 
Mr. Daubeny ; for why (hould fhe ? It is difficult 
to conceive a reafon for her telling him what he 
had told her; but to her intimates, whom it con- 
cerned to know it, (he mentioned it, and wrote 
it almoft every day from July to 0£lober. But 
it was Mr. Daubeny's aim to keep himfelf out of 
fight; and to infinuate both to Mifs Barnfton, and 
to every one elfe, that all the fufpicions and 
charges refpefting the will originated with his 
brothers, and not with him. Mifs Barnfton at 
firft believed it to be fo ; and afterwards, when 
flie had good reafons for altering her opinion, fhe 
concealed her real fentiments, and fpoke to him 
and of him in the moft favourable terms, in pros 
pe£l of differences being in time reconciled, and 
family peace reftored. " My aim," fays (he, in 
a letter to Mrs. Gunning, December 1791, " has 
been all along to keep Mr. Daubeny out of 
fight; any thing to counteraft this widens the 
" breach, not between Mr. Meade and Mr. Dau- 
" beny, but with all my family." But whether 
Mr. Daubeny was or was not the inventor, it was 
he who adopted and propagated the flander, and 
therefore it was Mr. Daubeny alone whom Mr. 
Meade could make accountable for it. 

But there was another evidence befides Mifs 
Barnfton's which was intended and ought te 
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have been called for at the trial. Why it was 
omitted is not eafy to fay; except it was that 
.the counfel faw the faft fufficiently proved with- 
out it. In the interview which Mifs Barnfton 
had with the Rev. Mr. Hooker, at Mr. Daubeny's 
houfe, in July 1791, Mr. Hooker told her, " that 
" he had heard every thing from Mr. Daubeny 
" about the will;" he even told her, '* that Mr. 
Meade's particular friends did not care to have 
any thing to do in it ;" and he added, " that if 
the quarrel between Mr. Daubeny and Mr. 
" Meade could be adjufted, the will bulinefs was 
*^ too ferious a matter not to be rigidly fcru- 
" tinized;" and he advifed her *'to guard herfelf 
** with caution." But the Bifhop fays, ** there is 
*^ no evidence of the converfation between Mifs 
" Barnfton and Mr. Daubeny." What evidence 
can there be of the private converfation of two per- 
fons, but the oath of the parties, and records made 
of the converfation at the time? For the direft 
teftimony, fee Mrs. Meade's uncontradifled oath, 
near fourteen years on record. For the collateral 
evidence, fee her various letters and journals al- 
ready quoted, and alk her intimate friends; for 
although fome are dead, yet many ftill furvive. 

And when his Lordftiip fays, *^ that no other 
" witnefs was called to prove the converfation," 
in the nan^e of wonder, what witnefs could he 
cxpe£l ? He could never expeft that Mr. Daubeny 
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woukl turn againft himfelf ; and he only was 
prefent. But when his Lordfhip adds, ^^ that 
evidence was produced that Mr. Daubeny held 
a different language in his family ;** what does 
he mean by evidence? Is the uncontradi£led 
oath of a difpaffionate witnefs no evidence; and 
the word of an interefted man, againft whom a 
verdift on that very ground ftands recorded, re- 
ceived by the Bi(hop as good evidence? In what 
court or code is this ufage found ? Has not the 
Biftiop feen, that on the continent Mr. Daubeny 
endeavoured to prevent Mifs Barnfton attaching 
herfelf to Mr. Meade, on his own* account, and on 
his own account folely ? And that on his return 
to England he found it expedient to urge the 
more plaufible pretence of breach of promifes, 
and of ill treatment of himfelf ? And that when 
both of thefe pleas were rejefied by the thinking 
and independent part of Mifs Barnfton's femily, 
infinuations about a will were brought forward, 
and became a more ferious engine in his hands .^ 
And that when he faw this laft bulinefs muft bring 
him into a court of law, then he might conveni- 
ently have held a different language, juft enough 
to fcreen himfelf, leaving the plot to work for 
itfelf? His Lordfhip may reft affured that there 
were few of the Barnfton family, but muft have 
given a tcftimony,not inconfiftent with Mifs Barn- 

* See his own words 10 his letter already quoted. 
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lion's, if they alfo had been put on ikehr oaiks, as 
ftie was. 

His Lord&ip^s language as he proceeds is very 
extraordinary indeed! Who before him ever 
prefumed to infinuate, " that Mrs. Meade was 
" oonvifted of falfe fwearing?" ConviSed! What 
does he mean? Does his Lordihip, with all 
his references to courts and legal ufage, know 
the import of thefe words? Does he forget the 
trial and the verdi6l? Is fuch an affertion con* 
fiftent with juftice, or truth, or decency, or law? 
Regardlefs, however, of direct or collateral evi- 
dence, he prefuraes to fay, applying it to Mrs. 
Meade, " that where a witnefs is convifted of 
*• falfe fwearing in one inftance, his or her tefti- 
" mony deferves no credit!" But Mr. Meade will 
leave the reader to judge of this language, and 
proceed with the Biftiop's paper. 

How his Lord (hip can fpeak of " the imjirobabiliiy*^ 
of Mr. Daubeny's faying any thing to prevent the 
match is wonderful, after he had feen Mr. Dau* 
beny's own acknowledgment in his letter* to Mils 
Barnfton; and after he had heard of his language 
before Mrs. Gunning; and after his Lordfhip 
had related Mr. Daubeny's endeavours, in the 
prefence of Mrs. Ravenhiil, to fecure Mifs Barn- 
fton from marrying Mr. Meade. All the world 
knew, that from the firft moment he fufpefted an 
attachment at Spa, he proceeded from one degree 

* Already quoted. 
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of contrivance to another *^ to prevent," as he 
expreffed it to Mrs. Gunning, " Mr. Meade from 
" carrying off a fecond io,oool. from the family." 
And as to what Mr. Daubeny fays " that he 
*^ related to Mifs Barnfton, at his houfe in the 
*^Crefcent, in regard to other circumjiances that 
" happened at Spa;" (he being little interefted 
in that part of the converfation, can neither fay 
whether it is true or falfe. But it is wholly irre- 
levant, and the Bifhop faw it was fo, and by no 
means proves that Mr. Daubeny did not fay the 
words which flie depofed to. 

The Bifliop fays, " Mr. Daubeny is ready to fwear 
to the fubjiance." Mrs. Meade has fworn to the 
words! His Lordftiip and Mr, Daubeny infer what 
her fentiments were. She has fworn to her own! 

The Bi(hop*s remark ** on the confummate ad- 
" drefs with which Mr. Meade's papers are drawn 
*' up," is very unexpefteds becaufe Mr. Meade 
never confidered his papers as drawn up in any 
order, or indeed drawn up at all. They were 
merely detached defcriptions of paffing cirqum- 
ftances, with the original letters, or their copies 
connefled with them, and committed to writing 
at the time, as the events occurred, during the laft 
twelve years. They could be no anfwer to an 
adverfary's ftatement, which Mr. Meade had not 
feen. But the Bifhop's remark appears to be 
made for the purpofe of contrailing Mr. Meade's 
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head with his heart; for it is followed by the as- 
fertion, " that there is a want of correft principle 
*« in both Mr. and Mrs. Meade," An affertion, 
fupported by fo unfair a reprefentation of afaSt 
before his Lordfliip's eyes, that it is prefumed his 

• 

Lordfhip again owes it to his charafter to majce an 
acknowledgment for his own want of corre<$nefss 
by which, from whatever caufe it proceeded, he 
has fhewn himfelf unfit for the office he ajfumed 
of a judge in this cafe. His Lordfhip ventures to 
quote Mr. Meade as juftifying a violation of pro- 
mifes, on grounds fo palpably unfupported by the 
paper from which he quoted, that a moi:e maiiced 
inftance of partiality or carelefsnefs was perhaps 
never exhibited. The paper from which the 
Biihop profeifes to quote, was written by Mr. 
Meade, and was one of thole which he entrufted 
to his Lordfhip on his application; defcribing, 
among other matters, the nature of certain pro- 
mifes obtained by Mr. Daubeny from Mr: Meade 
and Mifs Barnfton feparately, the objed of the 
promifes being to prevent their ever thlpking of 
each other with a view to marriage, 

In page 8 of that paper, it is faid, ^ But 
♦*Mr. Daubeny*s condud: foon appeared very 
uojuflifiable. For availing himfelf of the affec- 
tion and confidence of two perfons not ]ef^ il^* 
dependent than himfelf, he refirefented each fo 
^' the idher infuch a Ught m to deceive both effeSuaUy*' 
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Again, in pages 35, 36, 38, "Mr. Daubeny re- 
" quefted of Mifs Barnfton afacrifice out of friend- 
"fcip to himfelf; adding, that Mr. Meade had 
fpoken of her with indifference, and even with 
diJrespeHy Again ; " and that facrifice Mr. 
<« Daubeny obtained, not hy mijreprejentations only^ 
" and by engaging each feparately not to men- 
** tion the fubjeft to the other ; but by addreffing 
** both foon after their meeting, and before their 
minds could be decided on the fubjefl:." Again; 
the facred manner of appealing, which Mr^ 
Daubeny afcribes to Mr. Meade, he abfolutely 
¥< difavows; although it makes little difference to 
" him whether it be true or falfe 5 becaufe it is 
" clear that no one is morally or religioufly an- 
" fwerable for promifes, made with good faith, 
" but obtained by falfe reprefentatiom!^ Again; " * the 
" * offence,* fays Mr. Daubeny, ^ is, that he was 
" * deceived by Mifs Barnflon, and that Mr. Mesrde 
* broke his folemn word.* Admitting this for 
a moment to be true, without any qualification ; 
and admitting what is true, that fuch conduSl 
would be weaky unfortunate^ and highly reprehen- 
fible \ yet would it not perhaps be criminal to 
that degree^ and to that extent ^ in which Mr. 
Daubeny would have it to appear; for the inge- 
•*^ nuity of malice cannot difcover the itiok diflant 
*^ (entiment of unkindnefs or injury to any one 
*^ Jiving ; and the heart might have been fincere ift 
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** aflurances, which it was unable to fulfil. But 

if every promife was obtained by imfiqfition^ then 

perhaps there will be little queftion as to the 

*^ intentions of Mr. and Mrs. Meade, and the part 

they (hould have afled." 
* It was plain that deception^ mifreprefentattony and 
impofetim^vfQvt the grounds, all through that paper, 
on which Mr. Meade expreifed the protnifes not 
to be binding. But the Bifhop was pleafed to 
fufipiefs Mr. Meade's reafons, and to fupply others 
for him, " charging him," in a philippic of fomc 
pages^ '* with a want of correal principles, in 
juftifying a breach of folemn promifes on the 
ground that Mifs Barnfton and himfelf were 
independent, and travelled with Mr. Daubeny 
at a joint expence;" afferting, " that Mr. Meade 
" calls a violation of facred promifes referve-y^ 
and adding, '^ that deceit led Mr. and Mrs. Meade 
" to a difregard of truth ;" and this to falfe fwear- 
ing, &c. with much more fuch language as this.* 

* Mr. Meade pointed out diiHndUy to his Lordfhip thefe his own 
miireprefentations; who, although he could not deny them, did not 
think proper to apologife for them. On the contrary, he adopted 
a fingular ground for defence. '' Mr. Daubeny's conduct might 
^ have been exaftly what you ffatte it to have been," fays his Lord- 
(hip, ** yet would it not juftify a breach of promife in you and 
*< Mrs. Meade.'* How far the Bifliop adled juftiy m mifreprefenting 
a paper confided to his honour, or liberally, in not acknowledging 
it, Mr. Meade will not decide. But when his Lordfhip avers that 
peribns are bound by promifes obtained by impofition and deception, 
(for thefe are exadly what Mr. Meade fUted) Mr. Meade appeals 
with coofideiiGe fn)m his Lordfhip to the feafe of ouuiktt^ 
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In Mr.Mi^ikde's paper juft mentioned , and which 
was mifrcprelcnted as above, it was dated, " that 
«^ Mr. Meade did at one time, while abroad, 
** propofe to open his mind to Mr. Daubeny, not 
*' in confidence, but in reproach; that there could 
<* be no reafon for his not doing fo, for that neither 
*' he or Mifs Barnfton owed Mr. Daubeny any 
*' duties, nor even hofpitalityj for they were a 
•* party of brothers and fifters,all equal, travelling 
«* together at a joint expence. But that on Mifs 
^ Barnfton 's account there were invincible rea- 
** fons againft his doing as he propofed ; for flie 
«^ was not only fubjeft to him while they travelled, 
«^ but much at his mercy, from the reprefentations 
" he might and probably would make, by letters, 
^ to poifon her family at home againft Mr. Meade. 
^* She therefore rcfolved, in common prudence and 
•' neceffity, to adopt a plan of the ftrifteft referve 
*^ while (he was abroad only ;" intending on her 
return home to endeavour to obtain from Mr, 
Daubeny 's juftice and affeSion a releafe from 
her promifes, rather than to infift on it by charg- 
ing him with unfairnefs in obtaining them. But 
even the fcripture itfelf may be attacked vrith a 
momentary fuccels, as Mr. Meade's paper has 
been. Sele£t a few paflages, keep back a few 
fentences^ don*t mind the context, and the work 
is effected. .The. learned Archdeacon Paley has 
well obferved, ^ that by fuppreffmg evident fa6l« 
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** to gratify any prejudices, the beft hiftorians 
*' would lofe all authority, and ifink into the cha- 
** rafter of party writers." 

It was with great furptize Mr. Meade perceived 
a relu£lance in the Bifhop of Lincoln to fee him^ 
He had flattered himfelf, that when his Lordfhip 
was afliired that his whole paper was full of n^ift- 
takes, he would be anxious to fee the gentleman^ 
whofe wife's character he had attacked ; and would 
paufe, before he fufFered any inveftives to appear 
in public under his name. On this ground it was 
that Mr. Meade was requefted by three clergymen 
to propofe a meeting with his Lordftiip, which 
the Bifhop thought proper to decline ; and in the 
mean time his paper was eagerly circulated by 
his connexions. Like an infallible judge, his 
Lordfhip conveys his fentence to the party he 
condemns; as if be would pronounce^ ^* you 
*' think yourfelves protefted, becaufe a law-fuit 
" terminated in your favour thirteen years ago; 
but / have overturned the judgment of law; / 
have pronounced the verdift erroneous, and a 
principal witnefs perjured; / have tried the 
caufe again^ although one of the parties knew 
^ nothing of my intentions, for / am not lik« 
** ordinary judges, who fee and hear hti parties. 
^' Ha ing thus condemned you here, I refer you 
*^ to the evcrlafting judgment of Him, whom J 
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** know better than yourfelves that you have 
<^ offended." 

But from the BJfliop of Lincoln's opinion Mr. 
Meade begs to refer the reader to another divine, 
not fo high in rank as his Lordfhip, but in learn- 
ing and integrity equal to any one, the late Regius 
Profeffor of Hebrew in the Univerfity of Oxford- 
No man fifudied this affair more, and no man fo 
well underftood it, as Dr. Blayney. He was near 
a twelvemonth correfponding* on it with Mr. 
Daubeny and his friends, and having heard and 
weighed the arguments, he has left his folemn 
judgment on this cafe,direftlyoppofite to the hafty 
opinion which the Bifliop of Lincolnhas given. 

After detailing all the circumftances, as be- 
tween A. and B. and C.f he concludes with a 
** Queftion. Whether, under the circumftances 
" ftated, the parties are bound by the ties of ho- 
" nour and confcience to an obfervance of pro- 
** mifes fo exaded and fo given ?" 

** Anfwer. I am clearly of opinion, from the 
** above ftatement of fafts, fuppofing it to be juft, 

* His accpupt of his correfpondence on the fubjed was by his 
permiffion printed in a pamphlet which Mr« Meade wrote eleven 
^ears ago, as an anfwer to ^ former attaclL pf Mr. Ds^ubeny. A 
few copies pf which Mr. Meade ftill has. 

t The whole is an admirable compofition, and a fine ii;)ecimen of 
jufi reafoning. The original is in Mr. Meade^s poffeffion, who has 
been always difppfed to (hew this or any other document quoted 
or referred to in this book, to gentlemen whom a liberal motiye 
induced to wiib to fee lU 
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•* that neither A. nor B. are under any obligation 
" whatever to fulfil promifes made under fuch 
** undue influence. It is not ftated what intereft 
" C. had in the performance of thefe promiles : 
*' but be it what it will, no man is allowed in 
** juftice to avail himfelf of hisown wrongdealing. 
** A court of equity would without any hefitation 
^ diflblve any obligation into which fraud or de- 
" ception had entered : the aft would not be 
*^ deemed voluntary; for it would be prefuraed 
*' that the will of the parties would not have con- 
•* curred in it, had the matter been ftated as it 
" ought to have been. And I fee no reafon why 
'^ a court of honour and confcience fhould not 
^' upon the fame principles determine in like 
^ manner. It was not juft or honourable in C. to 
exaft fuch promifes by fuch means. But with 
refpeft to the parties that promifed, I will take 
upon me to maintain, that if they are confcious 
they (hould not have entered into the engage- 
ment, but for the impofition ; they are as free 
^^ in honour and confcience to follow the bent o^ 
^^ their own inclinations, as if no fuch promife 
** had ever cxifted. Bekj. B lay net.** 

To the above fhall be added the opinion of 
another dignitary of the church, formed after 
reading the Bifliop of Lincoln's papers; and to 
whom, as a perfeft ftranger to Mr. Meade, thefe 
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papers, with all other neceSfary documents winch 

the 3rfhop had feen, were referred by Mr. George 

Sandford, for the candid opinion of a difpaffioitate 

man« 

'^ To George Sand ford, Efq. 

" Dear Sir, 

^ I retorn you Mr. Meade's papers ; and after 
^ the moft impartial inveftigation of them, with 
^ the Bifhop of Liocc^'s reafontng on the fubje£^^ 
^ the refult is a comri&ion in my own mind that 
Mr. Daubeny, unwilling^that his fifter-in-law 
fhquld marry, did procure promifes from her and 
Mr. Meade ieparately, not to proceed in fuch 
a conneftion ; who having dilcovered impofition 
that had been prafiifed on them, no longer 
confidered therofelves bound by promifes £o ob> 
^ taimed. That Mr. Daubeny having unbounded 
influence over Mrs. Bamfton did prevail on her 
to oppoie the match; and diough Mrs. Mead^, 
very truly I believe, fwore that (he had obtained 
^ her mother's confent ; yet^ I think it equally 
^ dear, that, under the influence of Mr. I>aubeny» 
(he did not wifli her daughter to marry Mr. 
Meade» But I by no means confider tbb as 
*' inconfiftent with Mrs. Meade's oath ; and that 
^ Mr. Daubeny did endeavour to prevent the mar- 
" riage, by afperfions on Mr. Meade's chamber, 
«* is proved, I think, beyond a poffibility of doubt. 
•* And therefore, with ite retdiftof a juiy agdnft 
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* bim, Icannot agree wkfa the Biihop of Lmcoln 
« that he has in every relpeft aSed with the 

* firidefl: propriety. But on the other hand, 
^ with regard to Mr. and Mrs. Meade, their con- 
^ du3 appears to me con&ftent with the ilri&eft 
^ honour; and Mrs. Meade exhibits, in her con- 
« dad and her letters, fuch an inftance of filial 
^ piety and Chriftian charity, as is, I think, rarely 
•* to be met with-** 

* The above is the opinion of a divine, a dig- 

* nitary in our church, who was educated at 

* Cambridge with the Biihop of Lincohi, and 

* who never faw Mrs. Meade, nor Mr. Meade, 
^ until I laid before him the Biihop^s attack on 

* them both in forty-one pages. 

* George Sandford-** 

If the Biihop of Lincoln had entered on this 
afiair unprejudiced as otliers did, he would have 
a&ed Mr. Daubeny, ** what do you mean by the 
^ exprefficms yoa uled to Mifs Bamfion in June 
^ I J909 when Ihe told you that her mother had 
^ CQofettted to her marrying, and deiired her to go 
^ to perfuade you, ^ What do you think of my 
•* * wife and me; are we to be Jacr^cedf What 
^ do you mean by reminding Mifs Barniion, ia 
^ joox letter in Joly 1 790, < that ihe afiured you 
^ * ahniad, that ihe would rutytx facrjfict ytm 9t 

• IfcXndelwdieaaHdof 



•• Betfey to any man whatever ?' What right had 
^ you to fuch a promife, fuppofing her to have 
** made fuch? What juft motive could have in- 
*' duced you to affume the government of a 
•* woman, upwards of thirty years of age, whofe 
•* fether had left her independent, and whofe 
** mother at all times declared her to be her own 
** miftrefs ? What pretence had you as a brother- 
** in-law, or any man, to procure promifes incon^ 
** fiftent with her happinefs, and binding her/(?r 
" ever\ although if you really wifhed to know her 
•* mother's opinion, ten days would have brought 
** it to you ? But did not the line you purfued 
" anfwer your purpofe better, by entangling her 
*• with promifes, and then enforcing the obfer- 
" vance of them by the fan£tion of religion?" 

The opinion of the Bifhop, " that it is probable 
«' Mr. Daubeny would have vvritten home mildly 
" and impartially to Mifs Barnfton's friends,'* is 
contradtfted by fafts, and by the event, and by 
Mr. Daubeny himfelf. What he would have done, is 
proved by what he did! But his Lordfliip ihould 
point out, why Mifs Barnfton fhould have men* 
tioned any attachment of her's to her brother-in- 
law, if fhe did not in prudence or in her own 
judgment think proper to do ib. 

The Bifliop fays, '^ Indeed^ Mr. and Mrs. Dau* 
** beny both repeatedly urged Mifs Barnfton to 
«* write to her mother!" Indeed they did not! 
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•And in this cafe Mr. Daubeny muft be the cvi* 
dence againfl his Lordfliip ; for in his letter to 
Mifs Barnfion, July 1 790, he reminds her that at 
Spa, immediately after Mr. Meade's firft arrival, 
and when Mr. Daubeny fufpefted that an attach- 
ment might take place, ** (he made decided pro- 
** mifes againft Mr. Meade 5" he avers, " that his 
^* confidence in. her was implicit ^ and his gratitude J9 
*' unbounded for the Jiriking mark of her affe6tion, 
** that ihe could not fuppofe he could ever fee the 
^*fubje£l differently''* If he had then at the very 
imtfet obtained promifes on which he implicitly 
depended^ and which he received with unbounded 
gratitude as a mark of affe&ion to bimfelfy on a fub- 
je£t on which he could never change his opinion ; 
how can he pretend to fay, or how can any man 
of common fenfe believe, " that he urged Mifs 
^* Barnfton repeatedly to write for her mother's 
** opinion ?" 

In the fame letter he again afferts, that when 
they were returning to England from Italy, Mr. 
Meade having quitted the party, (he affured him, 
^* that though it might coft her a little, ihe would 
** give up Mr. Meade, that (he would never facri- 
^^ fice him\ or Betfey;" and he adds, " this was the 

* The original is io Mr. Meade's pofleffion. 

t Theie are Mr. Daabeny's words; whether they were exa&Iy 
Mift Bamfton's words aod meanio^ is ano^er queflipiu 
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^jkA f^ y^^ S^^^ ^^ ^ underftand you wq-e fo '*^ ^ 
** deeply iiiterefted in Mr. Meade/* If then thk 
was the Jirji time he heard it, will any one believe 
that he repeatedly urged her to write for her 
mother's opinion; and on a matter to which he 
confefTes fo much averiion, and which be could 
never fee differently ? 

His Lordfliip faysj '^ Surely there could be no 
** other caufe for her not writing to her mother^ 
*^ but the belief that it would be diiagreeable to 
** her." Mrs. Meade's oath proved that that was 
not the caufe ! It was Mr* Daubeny {he was afraid 
of> not her naother. Her mother ** left her to^ei^ 
*^ herfelf^y* Mr. Daubeny bound her by pramifes ! 
She knew that if (lie had written to her another 
from the Continent, the fame poft would probai- 
bly have conveyed letters from Mr* Daubeny to 
prejudice her mother and her friends againil Mr. 
Meade. Nor did (he fee occaiion for writing ; 
becaufe (he was convinced that a word of objeft- 
ion would never have been furmifed againft her 
choice by any of her family. But in flK>rt (lie did 
not write to her mother, becaufe (he did not want 
to marry abroad. She did not choofe it. The 
Biihop a(ks, " Why (he did not open the matter 
" to her mother immediately onhercoming home?" 

If Mrs. Meade is to ahfwer all the interroga- 
tories of a crofe-examiner, ihe would reply^ ^ be- 
" caufe (he thought proper to wait untii Mn 
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t^ Meade (hould come to make her an offer," 
which he did within a fortnight after her arrivaU 
And fccure, as (he flattered herfelf, of her mo- 
ther's confent, and unwilling to charge Mr. Dau- 
beny with deception, injuftice, or unfair influ- 
ence in obtaining promifes from her abroad, (he 
rather indulged the hope that when her happinefs 
was declared to be at (lake, he might be prevailed 
on to give way, and that family friend(hip might 
be thus reftored. 

His Lordfliip fays, " that Mrs. Meade held a 
^ different language in her family, to what (he 
^ fwore to." Vague as this charge is, it is 
founded in perver(ion. The Bi(hop (hould have 
a(ked Mr. Daubeny, " to what part of her family? 
** To thofe (he could truft in, or thofe (he could 
•* not?" If a perfon pra£tife againft my honour 
and happinefs, is rejerve towards him deceit? Is 
it any wonder^ if a man want to break into my 
houfe, that I do not fliew him my faftenings ? 
Mrs. Meade is ready now, as (he was on former 
occafions, to acknowledge, that to tho(e of her 
family under Mr. Daubeny's influence, (he did 
not always difclofe the whole of her heart; becaufe 
of what (he did difcover, Mr. Daubeny made a 
bad ufe. She in faA adopted a line of condu£f 
to which (he 'uniformly adhered. Earned: in en- 
deavours for family peace, and having no hope of 
it but by conciliatory meafures, (lie determined 



I 160 ] 

years feemcd to have worn out the iharpnefs of 
its remembrance, Mr. John Daubeny having oc- 
cafion to write to Mr. Meade, did it with a kind- 
nefs and civility that were highly creditable tohioit 
and which Mr. Meade felt and acknowledged. 

To the *' Three QueJUons'^ gravely put at the 
beginning of the Bifliop*s fermon, Mr. Meade with 
equal gravity beg« to refer to the Bi(hop himfelf 
for the anfwer. His Lord(hip can by this time 
give as fattsfadory a reply to them as any one. 
Aiid in return Mr. Meade would a(k his Lord- 
fhip one queftion. " Is it confident with . any 
** principle of juftice, of candour, or of common 
^< fenfe, that a perfon putting himfelf forward, and 
** pretending to be a Judge between two others, 
^ (hould aflbciate with, and conftantly liften to, 

and receive every impreffion which one party 

chofe to give, and never think of feeing the 
" other 9 nor ever let him know the evidence on 
** which he was to be condemned ; but on the 
*' contrary, when informed that the fads he quoted 
<< could be ihewn to be falfe, and his authorities 
** could be all difproved, (hould evade feeing the 
^^ party who could (et him right; and in the miean 
" time fuffer his judgment to be circulated?" 

But from the Bifhop's opinion that Mrs. Meade's 
mother, fillers, and other relations, that is, " thofe 
** immediately conneded with Mr- Daubeny," 
-were required neither by religion nor morality to 






<€ 



[ 161 1 

live with Mr. and Mrs. Meade in terms of friend- 
fliip until retribution be made,* whether it caft 
be confcientipufly made or not, Mr. Meade ap- 
peals to a divine of the old fchool, from whom 
Mrs. Meade, quoted the following paflfage into 
the laft letter (he ever wrote to her mother:—*** If 
** any one offend, the evil is with him, and he 
has moft caufe to be troubled. Little injuries 
(hould not move us; if great, there is more- 
magnanimity in forgiving; for it is the glory of 
a man to pafs over a tranfgrefBon. We muft 
•* forgive one another, as Goi> for Chrift's fake 
** forgives us. But who is to go to be reconciled ; 
** the offender, or the offended? Botht that re- 
** concilement may be fure. If reiUtution be firfl 
" requffedjif prefent fatisfa31on be demanded, we 
" fhould rather chide our unbelieving hearts that 
•* cannot wait for that day when it will be better 
** for the offended, and wo|ifc for the offender, if 



* The Biflu>pftems afraid to iUteiiiequeftk>ii fairly. Hq&hm 
to feel certain doubts. Therefore he does qot i^onounce ^ thts 
^' religjyon and morality juftify the everlaftiiig feparatioii of a pmreni 
*^from her ckild^ ofjtfiers from afi^ ;" but he indndes all ond^ 
the fweeping expreffioo of ^ thofii komedituely conntded witk 
^ Mr. Daubeoy are aeiUier required by reKgion or morality to li«e 
^ with Mr. and Mrs. Meade in terms of frkndftip ontil, Sec.*' Does 
his X^idihip mean roundly to (ay, ^ thut it is JuftifiaUe to order 
^ ftr?aoa to put away children from their grandmother's doors, 
^ and to rebie a daughter admittance into her mother's houie, where 
*< (he goes with chriftian felicitations for recondlcoieDtaod \m^ 
iot this is the way the queftips ihould be&tsd* 

M 
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** It be not done before.'* And if on fo impor* 
tiapt a fubj^ft as Chriftian Charity, Mr. Meade 
ventures to differ from a bifliop,* he muft plead 
impreffions early imbibed from venerable divines 
now in their graves ; one of whoin,t perfuaded 
that on this very point Mrs. Barnfton was miftaken 
when ihe quotpd her 3ible,wrote to her, " that 
*^ fhe ufed ^ commentator very different from his." 
And indeed, under any other interpretz^tion of 
fcripture than the above, Mr. Meade profeffes 
himfelf incompetent to underftand the chriftian 
doflrinp an4 preempt of charity, or to explain the 
meaning of St. Paul in the laft verfes of the i^th 
Epiftle to the J^omans, and 3d to the Coloffians. 
The reader, after perufing this pamphlet, which 
is in faft a vindication of the laws, as well as of 
individuals, will judge whetherthere can be traced 
it\ it " felf-dpceptioq," ^^ fpphiftical reafoning,** 

* In difFering on this fubjed from the fiifliop of Lincoln, and 
Archdeacon Daubeny, Mr. Meade has the fatisfadtion of finding 
himfelf liipported by every clergyman, and every conOderate lay- 
man^ whom he knows. He finds that the dodhine of his opponents 
is not only new to him, but that the terms made ufeoif are unintel- 
ligible. In thofe excellent letters quoted in the Appendix, Mr. 
Stevens having endeavoured, witJi chnilian perfuafion, to prevail on 
Mr. Daubeny ^f to fufi^r the children and grand-children of Mrs. 
** Barnfton to aiTemble round the good old lady, and with a kiis 
** of love to bury every thing in oblivion ;" Mr. Daubeny wrote 
in. reply that fuch coodudt would not be " chriftian charity," but 
** chrijlian folly P* What thefe lafb words import, Mr.iDaubeny an4 
|U8 friends muft explaini 

t Archdeacon Coham. 
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^ deceitful praSices," " lying," " falfe-f wearing/' 
** peijury," &c. ; for thefe are among the intern-^ 
perate expredions which the Biihop of Lincoln 
xnifapplies to Mr. and Mrs. Meade. His Lordihip 
would even be thought to feel tendernefs for thofe 
.whom he would thus brand with everlafting in-^ 
famy, calling on them to con/efs all this compli* 
cated depravity, as a means ** of reconciliation ' 
<* honourable to both parties.'* The world muflj: 
judge on which fide there is fophiftry ! 

His Lordfhip having conveyed to Mr. Meade, 

the above catalogue of black accufations, apolo-; 

gizeSa, with an appearance of ferioufn^fs, (which; 

Mr. Meade confidered as irony) for not fending 

this infuit to him fooner ; his Lordfhip even gravely 

expreffing ^* his forrow that he was not able to 

** do it before." And his excufe for this attack 

on the honour of Mr. Meade's family is g fingular 

one, viz. that the latter, with confidence in his 

own caufe, and with too unfufpeAing liberality 

towards a ftranger, had candidly trufted his Lord^ 

Ihip with papers. ** For (to ufe the Bifliop's 

*^ words*) you had full power to withhold yQur 

*' papers ; and as you communiqated thenj tg mg 

•* immediately, and without any obje&ion, \ muft 

" confider you as volyntarilyf fending them tome/' 

* In a fetter^ O^ober 92, i8e5f 
t The Biihop fhould have fkated that Mr.Meade ient his papers 
not f:- / tanemjly^ bit that on application from his Lordfhip he volun- 
iflurily compli^ with what he conceived to behisLprdfliip'swifliepir 

M Z 
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Boi txi^poBtf^ this to be correaij- ftated, did not 
Mf . Meide deferve at leaft the return of knowing^ 
l^rtrf hi* Lordflilp propofed to re-judge the triaj 
And the whole caufe^ on fuch. papers as Mr. 
Mefaide might fend him? Was Mr. Meade not 
entitled to the juftice, if not to the civility, of an 
enquiry, whether the anecdotes, and ftories, and 
reprefentations of an opponent were admitted, or 
could be disproved ? The world muft judge^ whe* 
ther it is doing as a man would be done by, to 
circulate, In public and private^ fuch an attack as 
the Bifliop's, on the grounds which his Lord^ip 
adopted ;: endeavouring even to poifon \ht piblu 
mind^ by Introducing the fubje£t flyly, and as it 
were $biter^ into refpeftable and popular publi- 
cations of a literary kind, and unfuitable to the 
difcuffion of pergonal quarrels. If the charafters 
of perfons, even of perfons whom the laws of the 
land have publicly protefted, are to be thus at 
the mercy of an individual, who will venture to 
truft even a letter out of his hands? 

Mr. Meade has had his conflid with Mr. Dau* 
beny; ztA the Ifaws have publicly pronounced 

upon it. 

After a lapfe of thirteen years, the Bifhop of 
Lincoln has volunteered as a champion for Mr, 
Paubeny in the fame caufe. How his Lordfliip 

has fucceede4 to Ms part of the ftnjggle, the world 
will judge* i . • 
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And now having gone through the Bifhop^s 
paper, Mr. Meade will beg leave to apply to his 
Lordfliip his own words. ** It requires great 
•* firmnefs of mind to make confeifions 5 and that 
** firmnefs can be derived only from thisconiider^ 
*' ation, that however humiliating confeffion may 
^^ be thought in this world, it will certainly ht 
^* profitable in the next. Let the Bifliop confidef 
** that he has done his utmoft to deprive an innO^ 
cent woman of her charafter. Sh^e fincefely 
forgives him, as achriftian; and (he hopes that 
** his Lordfliip, being undeceived, has magnani* 
*' mity and juftice enougli to confefs it/* 






Mr. Meade having finiihed his reply tQ fhf 
Bifliop of Lincoln, and having fhewn the prejur 
dicfes with which his Lordlbip beg^B t^e bii^uej^^ 
the unfav manner in which he c^ndufted iti Hn^ 
thQ uncharitable ponckifions dedof ^ wd props- 
gated from it, muft here take leave t<>iri)ak^ fooie 
general remarks on his Lord{hip*s behAv^dun 

Afid it is in the ilrft place to be obf^rveds tb^ 
his ^.ordiiyp, having takes upon hini> .^ §£^,{(^ 
whiqh it is prpfumied he had Mr. JDattbiei^Vvote, 
lay$ down, naore than once, canons of evidence^ 
Somf flEij^t^rial rples, hpwiever, h^ has ^erloek^d ; 
^ that *« to cOTtrStli^ $hffiflihQi% c^BMjjf^git witr 
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** nefsj the private aJpKrtton of any perfoiij much 
*^ le(s of an interefted party, is not cpnfidered as 

authority. 

Secondly y That the heft evidence, of which a 

cafe is capable, is always required^ 

Thirdly^ That perfons who were able, and 
^^ were fummoned, to attend at a trial, and did 

not venture to do fo, are not permitted to ftig- 

matize a judgment. 
AnAj fourthly^ That partizans, if liftened to 
** at all, fhould be heard with caution, and never 
** implicitly relied on.*' 

If thefe rules were not obferved, there would 
be no proteftion in the laws. 

The Bifhop complains that Mr. Meade did not 
produce original documents ; but his Lordfhip is 
miftaken. Mr. Meade fent him fuch original 
papers, as in his own judgment were neceffary; 
and to fave trouble, he referred to other papers, 
and to perfons, as he does in this pamphlet ; Mr. 
Meade conceiving it to be his Lordfliip's duty to 
wait on him, or on thofe perfons to whom he 
referred, if it fhould be required to compare re- 
ferences with originals. But his Lordfhip never 
exprelTed for what purpofe,or with what views, he 
was to perufe Mr. Meade's papers, nor hinted to 
Mr. Meade that he would wilh for any other do- 
cuments than thofe he had. The intimation that 
his Lordfliip had feen all' Mr. Daubeny's papers^ 
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was too vague for Mr. Meade to meet every ih-« 
Vention of an aftive mind. Mr. Meade (ent to 
the Bifhop fuch papers as he conceived would 
be fufficient to fatisfy him, becaufe they had fatis- 
fied every one elfe \ and he promifed to fupply him 
with ^i\y farther information^ if he fhould wifh for 
more* But Mr. Meade little expeded that his 
charafter fhould^ without any notice, be fet afloat 
in the world by an unexampled torrent of Ihock- 
ing inve6lives^ poured out againft himfelf atid his 
v^^ife^ in his Lordlhip's name; for, to ufe the word^ 
of the Bifhop of Durham, to whom Mr. Daubeny 
had more than once applied, ** he could not think 
** that any bifhop, dr any man, would take upon 
** himfelf the re-judging a caufe that had been 
** already decided at law*** And Mr. Meade, in 
the papers which he conveyed to the Bifhop of 
Lincoln, having exprefsly told him fo, did not 
fend a fingle document refpefting the trial! Bat 
his Lordfhip taking upon himfelf to decide on th6 
trial, without any legal means of judging; and on 
Mrs. Meade's heatt and intetitions, without ever 
feeing her, endeavours to invalidate by perverted 
or miilaken fcraps of letters, the teflfmony of an 
uncontradi£led oath. And ahhough his attention 
was by Mr. Meade's papers direSed to the point, 
he will not fufFcr his eye to glance toward« any of 
the motives that might have actuated Mr. Dau- 
beny. He fpeaks deciiively on ^ point which can 
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be known only to Goios add will not admit even 
the fuppolitk)n of Mr. Daubeny's influence in the 
Barn(bon family, of which there is poiitive proof. 

Inilead <^ puttu^ thpfe qaefiions to Mrs. 
Me»de at the end of his philippic^ wonld it not 
hav^ been more candid in the Bi&op to have 
aUced himfelf, ^^ Is it coniiftent with any principle 
^^ of juftice, to make bold allertions to the injury 
*^ of another's good name, without leeing the 
accufed, as I have feen the accufer ? Is it doing 
as I would be done by« to adopt fa6^s, however 
plaufible, from one party, without enquiring 
** whether the other party could difprove them ?" 
Thefe are plain queJ3:ions: Will the Bifhop 
be able to juftiffr his condu6t by the anfwer? 

And before be ventured to decide againft a ver- 
di€i, fais Lord&ip might have put fome relevant 
queftions to Mr. Daubeny. As, " If you owed it to 
** th0 church, a« you fay, and to your own family, to 
*' defend your charaSer, why did you iDot do it? 
*^ If you were really unprepared for Mifs Barn*> 
^^ fion's evidence, why did yw not move for a 
*^ new trial, when you had^heard that evidence ? If 
*Vyou thought it your duty, as a good citizen, tp 
*' fubmit to a verdift, v\rhy Imve you without 
^^ ceafing oppofed it ? If yon publifti to the 
^ world (hocking charges «galnft Mrs. Meade, 
*^ why did you npt . produce* thjeia where tbcy 
** .might have been 'examined ?'V Arid, *' if you 



*^ you are ftriving to dcftroy her charafler, how 
** can you afFed tendcrnefs* for her." His Lord- 
ihip might alfo have added, ^* What was the rea- 
*< fon, that after Mrs. Baroiion had been made 
'^ ufe of to threaten that Sie was determined to go 
** into Court to oppofe her daughter, what was 
^ the realbn, that when Mr« Meade's attorney 
** fer¥ed her with a fubpoena, (he cried out in 
" terror to be let off; and that Mr, Meade, in- 
** formed of her dittrefs, fent her a raeflage, thro* 
** her fifter Mrs. Ravenhiil, that, whatever might 
^^ be the inconvenience to him and his caufe, he 
* would not infift on her appearing in Court. "f 

Inilead of fuch obvious enquiries, his Lordlhip 
makes aflertions which may fuit any caufe, and 
talks with mofl folemnity when his own is weak- 
eft. In order to give weight to a very erroneous 

• The reader will recoUeft that Mr. Daubeny, who labours to 
tnnd Mrs. Meade with in^my, avers that he bore public ATgcacb 
witli the lols of his money, rather than defend himfeif at the ex- 
pence of wounding her charader in court; yethisbehafiourto her 
in court was fb unfeeling, that he was ordered by Lord Kenyon 
to retire from it. And with all his excels of chanty to her, he fliH 
pronounced it to be chrtfiian fdtj to admit of general oblivion asd 
foiigiveneis. 

f ft was againft the opinkm of Dr.Blaysey l^t Mr. Meade did 
not ioiift on Mrs. Bamfton's attending in Couit. The Doctor, as 
weii as Mr. Meade, was convinced that her evidence, if ffvenpm 
mtAf nuift be importanty^ Mr, Meade's caufe. See Dr. Bbyaey^'t 
letter ah^ady printed. Mr. Meade difpenfed with Mrs. Raven- 
hill's attendance at the fame time, and received her thanks for the 
indulgence. But hisiudulgeoceto Mr8.Ban^n is tur&ed agaioft 
himfclf. ^ 
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and uonatttral paper, refie£ling on Mrs. Mezdi^ 
he gravely avers, ^ that it was dated the 1 1 th df 
•* June 1 792,and^/^^by Mrs. Bamfton herfelf/'J 
In defcribing Mrs. Meade*s interview with her 
mother, his Lordihip relates every thing for one 
fide, not a word on the other- He ftates thus: 
Air. Daubeny folemtdy foys^^ ** Mr. Daubeny fth 
Jemnly declares j fo and fo,^ ** Mr. Dauberiy Jent 
" an account to all the branches of the family.^* ** In- 
deed I Mr. and Mrs. Daubeny did^ fo and fo/» 
The following is Mr. Daubeny* s account ;" which 
is related in full. ** Mrs. Meade gave a different 
" account ;'* but not a word of it is mentioned. 
** To which the following anfwer was pven^^ all of 
which is recited. 

Such is the ftyle and mode of arguing for one 
party. On the other fide, Mrs. Meade is convided^ 
" becaufe Mr. Daubeny and his party aver, that 
•* Mrs. Meade to this did not fay any things* " thai 

X The ^fliop makes great parade about the evidence of two or 
three papers Jigned by old peoi^e, who, for anght his IjxdSta^ 
knew, were mifinfonned, or dependent, or frightened. Did he 
aik, whether the papers were verified on oath ? Whether thofe that 
figned them, firft even read them by themfelves? Wliether thqf 
iairly enquired of onbiafled people into the truth of what they were 
called on to fign ? Has it appeared on oadi, that thoie who composed 
the papers were not interefted parties or partizans? Has there been « 
crofi-examination, or any examination \ Or has the BifliDp afo&ed 
a legal ib l cmni t y to pq;>etswhidi were deficient in every l^al cha* 
ra&er? And by (iidi documents would he overturn the moft fokma 
dedfions of law? But afier all, are the p^^er^ even fudi as tliey 
are^ any thi&g to Umpaio queftions? 



6C 
St 



,E 171 J 

•* Mrs. Meade gave no anfwer^y^ ^ thai Mrs. Meade 
^^ could not deny\^ &c. 

When Mrs, Meade's charaSer and conduft 
from her childhood are fuggefted as alone argu- 
ments againft odioos charges, *^ her chara£ter is 
.** nothing to the purpofe/' his Lordfliip fays; 
forgetting that he quoted, as an argument agaitfi 
her, the letter of a gentleman who never faw her; 
and that he had quoted as arguments for Mr. 
Daubeny, " that the late Archbifhop of Canter- 
bury approved of his nomination to the New- 
Church ; that the Bifliop of Saliibury made him 
an archdeacon ; that Bifbop Mofs thought well 
of him ; and that the Bifhop of Durham^ under- 
^' ftood from thofe that knew him, that he was 
^ above cenfure and fufpicion.** 

That thefe venerable and truly refpeftablc 
Bifhops did honour to any man, of whom thej 
thought well, is unqueftionable; and -their notice 
of Mr. Daubeny is one, amo^g many weighty 
reafons, for Mr. Meade's wifhing that this whole 
afiiur ihould have funk into oblivion. But the 
Biihop of Lincoln has forced it into notice ; and 
whether he has ferved the caufe of his friend, or 
the caufe of religion, the world muft now judge. 
If anecdotes and dories recited on the authoritj 
'of Mr. Daubeny (hall appear to the reader abfo- 

* See, tn the Appendix, the Biihop of Uncohi^s correQKmdenas 
with Mr. Meade. 
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lately unfounded^ Vfhat will be thought of Mr. 
Daubeny*s credit as an accufer? And if the 
Bifhop of Lincoln cannot deny that he has mani* 
feftly mifreprefented the fcnfe of a paper, which 
Mr. Meade in candour and confidence trufted 
to him on his own application, what will be 
thought of his Lordfhip's impartiality as a judge 
in this cafe? 

When affertions arc made refpefting Mr. Saw- 
bridge,* which arc proved not to be founded in 
faA, the Bifliop fays nothing! When Mr Dau- 
beny ventures to quote Admiral Stanhope to a 
fa£i:, which the Admiral declares not to be founded 
in truth, his Lordfhip thinks it unneceflary to 
enquire. When it is afferted that ^* Bifliop Mofs 
** pronounced Mrs. Meade perjured,'* and Mr. 
Meade proves the afTcrtion falfe; the Bifliop 
of Lincoln fays only, that Bifloop Mc^s thought 
well of Mr. Daubeny and his cau£e. Whea 
ftories are recited by the Bifliop of Lincoln himr 
felf, and circulated by his immediate family, tenoU 
ing to injure the charadier of Mrs. Meade, and 
thefe ftories a^ c proved to be tutterly la^thout fouQp 
dation; his Lordlbip again only £ays, tbait thef 
are noting to other points. And when his owa 
palpaUe mifrepireientatibus are pointed ^ut to 

* See inftances tn A(r. >Iead^9 firft pamphlet, page zo6| smi ia 
the ^Bifiiop's 'paper in die Appen(^» 
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him, fo far is he frpm apoIpgUing, that he (hifta 
his ground, and ftates his opinion, that Mr. Meade 
muft be wrong eitha: wsiy» Yet his Lordfliip 
continues faying, " if you prove I am miftaken iii^ 
*^ any point, I will give it up."t 

Of this however others will judge, when they 
are informed that Mr. Meade referred his Lord- 
fliip to the Rev. Mr. Sawbridge, who can contra- 
dia the affertions refpe6ling him ; — to Admiral 
Stanhope, who will deny what is faid of him;— 
to the Rev. Dr. Mofs's letter for his father, to 
the meffage brought by Archdeacon Barker to 
Dr. Bfayney from Dr. Mofs, and to Bifhop Mofs's 
own letter, to difprove the faft afferted of his 
Lordihip; — to a coachmaker, who can contradid: 
another; — to Mr. Goddard's letters, which are 
fufficient to difprove another^— and to the paper 
which his Lordfliip mifreprefented, to decide 
againft himfelf in that inftance. 

The letters of approbation which the Bifhop 
of Lincoln quotes as written to himfelf, or to Mr. 
Daubeny, are anfwers to tieir own letters, which 
conveyed tieir awn accounts y and if they bad added 
to their account, *^ that Mrs. Meade had commit- 
•* ted murder," it wouJd only have increafed the 
horror intended to be excited. But in the name 

t It not dus Hke the man in the.play, who lays, << Let me hear 
^ ycwr rair6B9>-I lore to bear reafoDs vfcen my nrindis made up, 
•'liDriheatfanra^doaQhMit'^ - 

W m ■ • ft • ■ 
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of cbmmon-fettfe and juftice, what have thefe 
letters to do with the argument ? 

"His Lordfhip fays, " that one of the parties 
** muft be guilty !" Lord Kenyon and a fpecial 
Jury thought fo too! And as to reparation, 
which his Lordlhip fays ** is due to the injured 
*^ party," the law, confidering Mn Meade as 
the injured party, fatisfied him by protefting his 
chara£ter, which was-all the reparation he defired. 

Mr. £>aubeny told Mrs. Meade in one of his 
letters, (it is prefumed, to make the family believe 
that the penalty he had paid remained in her hands, 
and that the various expences of the fuit did not 
fw allow it up) he UAd her, ^' that ie hoped the curfc 
** af ill-gotten riches would not fooner or later 
** reft on her and her children." But he knows 
now at leaft, that . (he is effe£tuaUy fecured from 
the danger of that curie ! 

The Bifliop, having pretty plainly afcribed to 
Mrs. Meade a variety of wickednefs, charitably 
finds out a motive for her, viz* ** that (he fought 
" to give a criminal colour to innocent words, ia 
** order publicly to convift an old friend and 
•^ favourite in a Court of Law, and to obtain 
•^ money, from her brother-in-law, the hu(band of 
"her beloved fifter!!!'* 

Mr. Meade thinks it unneceflary to take farther 
notice of this difcovery of the Bi(hop, than merely 
to relate it. On the motives of people Mr, * 
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Meade does not venture to pronounce; they 
are often concealed in the receffes of the heart, 
and are infcrutable by men. But when the con- 
du6l of perfons is open to great latitude of con- 
ftruQion, fufpicions will arife; and Mr. Meade has 
had his. But when he fimply relates fafts, and 
that only when neceffity calls for it, no oiae has a 
right to complain. An erroneous account how- 
ever being ftated of Mrs. Meade's fortune, for an 
obvious purpofe connefted with this fubjeft, Mr. 
Meade begs leave to fay, that the united fortunes 
of Mrs. Barnfton, and her two (then) unmarried- 
daughters, Mrs. M. Barnfton and the prefent 
Mrs. Meade, were not lefs than 36,0001. in pof- 
feflion and reverfion. Mrs. M. Barnfton being 
very unlikely to marry, if Mrs. Meade could have 
been induced to remain fingle alfo, to whom would 
lajl this money and the favings of it go ? There 
was no brother, nor any lifter, but Mrs. Daubeny 
and Mrs. Sikes \ At the fame time Mr. Meade 
defires it to be underftood, that he never did pro- 
nounce on the motives of people, either principals 
or agents, whether they were altogether, or in 
part, pecuniary, or otherwife. 

Of the difintereftednefs of Mifs Barnfton in 
particular, and of all her family, to Mr. Daubeny, 
inftances in abundance may be found; of Mr. 
Daubeny's no traces are known to Mr. Meade^ 
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B7 the kindnefs o( the late Mr. Barnfton, Mr* 
Daubeny got a very large fortnnc with his wife -,. 
for though it was left to her in her cradle by a 
friend of her father, yet a power was giVen to 
him of withholding it, if ihe did not obtain 
bis confent in her choice of a hufband. Mr. 
Daubeny obtained it, and. recerved her fortune,: 
and Mr. Barnfton dying eight years afterwards, 
made him one of his three executors, with Mr. 
Sikes his other fon-in-law, and Mr. Sawbridgct 
the brother of Mrs. Barnfton. The latter declined 
aSing; and Mr* Sikes left bufinefs chiefiy to Mr» 
Daubeny, who of courie proved and undertook 
to execute the will. 

Mr. Barnfton appointed his three Wffrrovidid 
daughters his reiiduary legatees, intending thus ta 
give them the largeft ihare of his fortune, and 
limiting his bequeft to Mr. arid Mrs. Daubeny. 
to 1 1 col. in hand, and 5P00I. B. L. A. on the^ 
death of Mrs. Barnfton. And this he did, be« 
caufe Mrs Daubeny's fortune was more than dou- 
bte that of her fifters^ But fcarcely was their 
father dead, when the daughters fhewed their, 
difinterefted refpeft. for Mr. Daqbeny, by con-» 
fenting to fet afide, in his favour, their father's 
will. None was fo forward to gratify him a^ 
Mils Rarnfton, the prefentMrs. Meade, to whom 
his wifhes were always as a law.. Without 
knowing or inquiring into the value of what they 
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gave, they thus admitted Mr. Daubeny to an 

equal fliare with themfelves, of a confiderable 

refiduum. And a more difinterefted teftimony of 

regard and confidence could not be given, becaufe 

it was not only yielding up a large part of their 

fortune, but it was unfettling the will of a beloved 

father,' whofe conduft appeared fo judicious, as 

well as affeQionate, and for whofe memory Mr. 

Daubeny alfo profeffed the higheft and mod un. 

bounded veneration.* Mrs. Barnfton herfelf, 

whofe reluftances were faid to have been at firft 

very great, yielded at length to the arrangement 

that was made, and even confented to receive 

for her life, in addition to 800I. per annum left 

to her by Mr. Barnfton, lool. a year more, to 

be taken from the refiduary eftate of the three 

daughters. But fhe declared that (he did not 

want itj and that it would come to the fame thing 

* Mr. Meade is aware that Mr. Daubeny had reafons to ai£gix 
for this alteration of Mr. Bamfton's will; and it is not intended her? 
to examine thofe reafons. But whether they were jufi: or not, Mr. 
Meade's argument b not a£Fedted. Whether Mr. Daubeny had, 
in legal ilri^tneis, a claim to foroewhat more than Mr. Barnflon's 
will gave to him ; or whether that will had given him to the full 
amount of what he could by any plea lay claim to ; or whether 
the alteration of the will gave him two or three times as much a^ 
he could by any pretence claim; the difintereflednefs of the Bamflon 
fiunily was the iame. They neither faw nor defired any accounts; 
they knew not, nor enquired into, what they gave; but with conii* 
dence and generofity they admitted Mr. Daubeny into an equal 
(hare with themfelves of a confiderable property of unkfwwn value i 

N 
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in the end, for that her daughters would have it 
after her death. 

If Mrs. Meade cxpeded a child's (hare of what 
her mother had to leave, flie and others thought 
fhe had good reafons for fuch expe£lations. But 
on her mother's death, Ihe learned that a new 
will had been made in her 85th year, by which 
about 1600I. or 1700I. was left to Mrs. M. 
Barnfton; to Mrs. Sikes, the fame; to Mr. and 
Mrs. Daubeny about 3000I.; and to Mrs. Meade, 
nothing. A trifle, under lool. for each, was left 
in trufi for Mrs. Meade's four children, but rather, 
as it ihould feem, to convey infult than benefit; 
neither principal nor intcreft being payable for 
fixteen years ; the children having only a contin- 
gent intereft in this trifle, with a reverfion to Mrs. 
M. Barnflon, Mrs. Sikes, and Mrs. Daubeny ; and 
during the interval of fixteen years Mr. Daubeny 
and another gentleman being made the managers 
and truftees for them !* 

The pretence for all this was to perform aa 
aft of retributive juftice to Mr. Daubeny, for cofts 
and damages under an unfavourable verdiA. Mrs. 
Barnflon at eighty-four conceiving herfelf compe- 
tent to judge of retributive juftice! calculating 
and arranging like a folicitor ! when about the 
fame time Mrs. MeacJp. was given to underftand 

* Vide in Doaocs'-ComnHms the will of Mrs. Mary Barafhm, 
of March, 1804. 
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that her mother was too old even to receive 
letters from her daughter ;* and Mn Daubeny 
was declared to be the perfon to whom fhe muft 
in future addrefs whatever (he might have to fay 
to her mother! 

It was furely not neceffary, even iofuch pecu^* 
niary juftice, that a feeble poor old lady, at that 
age, ihould leave a fhocking record againft her 
own child, unexampled in Doftors'-Commons, by 
voluminous and unnatural charges in her wilU 
Thus, after having deprived her daughter and her 
children of their (hare of her fortune, endeavour- 
ing alfo to ftrip them for ever of their reputation 
and honour, even after (he had given to them her 
hleffing^ or, as it is called, her forgwenefs. 

This laft wound has been indeed the fevereft 
which could be given to Mrs. Meade; and for 
what purpofe it was infliAed, but to gratify fpleen 
or vengeance,^ is inconceivable. Even to defend 
herfelf is a painful nece(fity; her furprife being 
equal to her grief at this unexpected blow from 
a mother, who, when left to herfelf, had ever 
been the moft indulgent as well as the mo(t 
affeftionate to her! And as to the pecuniary 
difpofition in Mrs. Barnfton's will, if the object 

^ See letter from Mrs. M. Baroftoo to Mrs. Meade, alrieady 
footed. St^^Jlm^ ^4/ 74>J^ 

t Thb if die iwll, at the reading of which Mr. Daabcny invited 
Msi. Meade to be prefiat at his houfe ! 
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were really what it profeffes, ** to make compen* 
«* fation to Mr, Daubeny," why did not the remain* 
der of Mrs, Meade's (hare, after fatisfying him, 
go to Mrs. Meade herfelf ? But Mrs. Meade, ftill 
regardlefs of pecuniary injuries, wrote again to 
her fillers, requefting general reconcilement and 
mutual oblivion; but her offers were again re- 
jefled. The world will judge whether (he (hewed 
that interefted difpofition, which the Bilhop as* 
cribes to her, and will perhaps be not fo much at 
a lofs as his Lord(bip is to find out the motives 
of the parties. 

Mrs. Meade acknowledges that (lie did not 
imagine that any delufion in her mother could 
have induced her to carry refentments beyond 
the grave, either by cruel infinuations in her will 
againft herfelf, or by depriving her and her child- 
ren of the portion of her fortune, to which Mrs. 
Meade knew that truth, and juftice, and nature 
gave her fair claims. Circumftances aifo tended 
to confirm this perfuafion; for her mother had 
told her fitter Mrs. Ravenhill, about eight or ten 
years before, that (he had made her will at that 
time, and hoped that (he had not forgotten one of 
her relations, and that her will at leaft would 
fatisfy all parties. ' 

It was about the fame time alfo, that Mr. John 
Daubeny, being on a vifit in Bath, at his brother's, 
(Rev. C. Daubeny) and having called on Mrs. 



C 181 ] 

Lyte, mentioned, ** that although Mrs. Barnfton 
** could not, in juftice to his brother, fee her 
^* daughter Meade, yet that flie entirely forgave. 
** her; as would appear in her will, which was 
** made, and which gave to Mrs. Meade an equal 
" fliare of her fortune with her fifters/'* 

It was alfo much about the fame time that 
Mrs. Meade, hearing in Oxford that her mother 
was very ill, haftened to Bath, and wrote to her 
lifter, entreating permifBon to throw herfelf at 
her mother's feet, if but for one minute of her 
life, which was refufed ; her fifter telling her, 
** that her mother was recovered; and that Ihe 
" perfe6Hy/e>r^^7i;^ her, hoping in her illnefs that 
** it would not be imputed to her that ihe did 
** not fee her." On every occafion Mrs. Barnfton 
was faid to h^w^ forgiven her daughter, but could 
not fee her. And no parent could Ihe w more 
tendernefs on the only occafion, when (Mr, Dau- 
b^ny being at a diftance) (he faw Mrs. Meade's 
children. Nor could any one cxprefs more 
kindly intercft than (he did, when Mrs. T, Forfter 
called on her, and faid (he was juft come from 
fpendiqg a few days with Mrs. Meade, the good 



* Mrs. Lyte naturally mentioned with pleaibre this circumilance 
to Mrs. Meade at the time ; fhe not only thought that it would 
gratify her, but that probably Mr. J. Daubeny wifhed her to do fo, 
4s (h w ng that his brother either had not influenp^, or did not exert 
it againil her. 
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old lady carneftly enquiring about her and her 
children, and even kindly about Mr. Meade's 
health. It was therefore with much furprife that 
Mrs. Meade learned, after her mother's death,' 
that a new will had been figned by her, in her 
84th or 85th year, of five folio pages; full of cal- 
culations and nice details, four-fifths of the w^ill 
being on the fubjeft of that daughter to whom 
nothing was left ; even her (hare of a little eftate 
in Berkfhire being devifed away from her, altho' 
her mother had no dominion over it ; and what 
was mod unkind of all, charges equally unjuft 
and unneceffary being introduced into this will, 
as records which could never be revoked, how- 
ever the fa£ts may be afterwards explained or 
difproved. 

No notice was taken in this will of Mrs. Barn* 
fton's only brother, nor of her only fifl:er, nor of 
any of her nephews or nieces, notwithftanding 
what fhe had affured her fifter eight or ten years 
before. What the caufe of this was, is now a 
fubjeft of mere conjedlure only. They were cer- 
tainly all known to be much attached to Mrs, 
Meade, and fo they had always been. 

The Bifhop is pleafed to fay, ^^th^tfom^ whq 
•* have read Mr. Meade's papers, have thought 
** favourably of him:" But his Lordfhip lhoul4 
rather in candour have pointed out one individual 
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inftance of any man who had heard both fideS, 
and was not favourable to Mr. Meade. 

His Lordlhip, applying Mr. Meade's own ex- 
preflions againft him, fays, " that he keeps out of 
fight the principal features, and dwells on 
others that are lefs fo." The Bifcop has pro- 
duced no authority for this aflertion, and Mr. 
Meade again ventures to defy him to prove it in 
any inftance. The fa£l applies to Mr. Meade's 
opponents, not to him. Dr. Blayney, in his print- 
ed account of his negociation for an amicable 
arbitration, terms Mr. Daubeny's conduft " a dex* 
** trous piece of legerdemain.^'* The Bifhop himfelf 
keeps out of fight that the trial was for flander,* 

• Mr. Meade*s moUve for going into a court of law was purely to 
prote<5l his character from flander; and his friends, hb folicitor, and 
his counfel knew it. But thefe laft, inftantly perceiving the object and 
eiFedl of the flander, thought it right to flate them in the Declara- 
tion. Mr. Meade obtained all that engaged his iblicitude, when he 
had prote<5led his chara(5ler by a yerdid of his country. 

The excufes fet up for his opponent are of little concern to him* 
Of what value is the pretence that the marriage was not prevented 
or delayed by the flander \ If the inteqtipn be manifeft, is calumny 
the lefs reprehenflble, becaufe the full intent of it might not have 
been effedled ? But in this cafe it is prefumed that the effe^ of hav* 
ing prevented a marriage was not lefs manifeft than the intention. 

The argument that flander did not affedt Mrs. Meade's cqndudt, 
becaufe flie had previoufly refolved not to a^ againft ber mother's 
wiflies, is weak as it is unfounded. Mrs. Meade did once fo re- 
folve, and fincerely exprefled fuch reiblution with asi much piety 
an i cJuty as ever a daughter felt. But is there not a condition im- 
plied in every luch refolution ? Can no circumftance arife, which 
wili jufti'y a change of fentiment? Are not common juftice and 
affcaion due to a daughter ? Mrs. Meade always wrote and fpoke 
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and the verdift for flander, as well as for the Io(s 
of marriage; that is, for having prevented a 
marriage until the trial. He dwells on promifes 
made to Mr. Daubeny, but keeps out of fight the 
manner in which they were obtained. He refts 
on the irritation in Mrs. Barnfton's mind ; but 
fupprefles the means by which it was excited. 
He fpeaks of the family difliking Mr. Meade; 
but he conceals their attachment to him previous 
to their being pradifed upon ; and in defcribing 

in the momentary fuJlnefs of a heart imprefled with the wanneft 
fenfe of ^lial duty for a parent, whom ihe belieyed that no delufion 
or influerce could ftduce into a forgetfblnefs of maternal aflFcfdon : 
for as (he wrote to her mother in O^ober, 1790, (fee page 64) '^ fh^ 
" trufted (he (hould always be able to fubfcribe herfejf the moft 
** dutiful, as no earthly confiderations could ever make her other-i 
** wife than her moft flffe<5lionate, daughter.*' But fuppofe a mo- 
ther to have declared her own fentiments clearly to her daughter,( 
and afterwards to fall under fubje<5tion to the caprice or tyranny 
of another ! Suppofe this aged mother to be under the influence of 
an interested perfon, and unjuftly and irrationally to revoke a con- 
ient (he had once given to her daughter's plans of happinefs, and 
even to fet herfelf with feveri^y againft them ; liftening only to ai^ 
enemy, rejecting all reafon and conlicteration for her child, and at 
length even (hutting her doors againft her, for performing an una- 
voidable a(5l of juftice and duty: Will any one fay that a daughter 1% 
to confider fuch condud as exprefEve of her mother's real wifhes 
and fentiments? or will it be infifted on, that a woman paft thirty, 
whorn her father had thought fit to render independent, ought not^ 
under fuch circumftances, to think for her own happinefs ? Mrs. 
Meade's temperate and uninfluenced friends and relations not only 
juftified, but guided her conduct; the Rev^ Dr. Blayney conveyed 
to her his opinion as a divine, as a &ther, and as a moralift, m aa 
admirable paper written exprejsly on this occafioD, after taking s^ 
view of the whole circumftances. 
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the family, he always reprefents a part for the* 
whole ! 

But it is endlefs to point out the evafions and 
the quibbles by which every argument is fup- 
ported, and which induced a worthy and fenfible 
man to fay, that fince he had read the Bilhop's 
papers he had a worfe opinion than ever of the 
caufe his Lordlhip fupported* 

The Bifhop mentions Mr§, Meade's aunt, as if 
he would have her thought to be an evidence 
againft her niece; and he quotes the good old 
lady, only as having iigned a paper which was 
brought to her for the purpofe, and which paper 
is in faft ^pompous nothings although his Lordfhip 
gives himfelf the pains to recit« it in full. This 
paper only proves that ihe did not hear from Mr« 
Daubeny particular fafts, which no one ever faid 
flie did hear from him; no mention having been 
made of the principal or agent who communi- 
cated to her the information (he received. 

That Mrs. Ravenhill and her family heard ca- 
lumny from fome one, is certain ; otherwife (he 
would not have faid to Mifs Barnfton, " that 
** Mr, Meade was either a very bad or a very 
" injured man." Nor would her fon, the Re\\ 
Mr. Ravenhill, ** have fo earneftly cautioned Mifs 
" Barnfton againft him on the will bufinefs.^' Nor 
V^ould Mifs Barnfton herfelf have written to her 
aunt^ !< that (he knew that hers and her mother's 
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" mind were poifoned on the fubjeft." B&t if the 
BiQiap had applied to this excellent old lady for 
the charafter of her niece in her whole farailv* 
he might have learned in what degree of efteem 
and afFeflion Mifs Barnfton was ever held by her 
aunt ; and alfo by her mother, until the latter was 
poifoned by falfe ft(>ries> which no one could ven- 
ture to correft.* He might have learned what 
is the opinion of Mrs. Ravenhiil, and of her whole 
family, as well as of every one elfe, on the prefent 
opening of this breach again ; and he might alfo 
learn fome circumftances refpe£ting the always 
weak but latterly much-impaired memory of Mrs. 
Barnfton, which might be ufeful to his Lordftiip 
in teaching him caution, when fpeaking of things 
which he could not know* 

(lis Lord(bip cannot poffibly conceive any mo>- 
lives to account for Mr. Daubeny's conduft^ but 
he does not confider that it would be inuch more 
unaccountable, if two peribns of common fenfe 
Ihould have plotted, and contrived, and prac- 
tifed every folly and every wickednefs, for the 
fake of an obje£t which it was in their power to 
attain any day of their lives^ hy means honour- 
able, eafy, and fimple. His l/>Yd(hip, however 
gives one example of Mr. Daqbeny's diiintereft^ 
edhefs and liberality, of which he (hall not be 
deprived. The Biihop with gravity records, that 

^ See Mr. Sikes's letter alr^dy quoted. 
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immediately after Mifs Barnfton*s return from the 
continent, Mr. Daubeny aftually went, for one 
whole week, to his own parifti, and to his own 
houfe, leaving Mifs Barnfton in her mother's houfe, 
and in her own home; to give her an opportunity 
of fpeaking to her mother without his being pre* 
fentU! And his Lordfhip cites evidence to the 
faftli! But Mr. Meade muft venture to relate 
two inftances, in which he does not appear to 
have been fo very liberal in leaving Mifs Barnfton 
to her own judgment and difcretion. 

Mifs Barnfton's relations, feeing her defirous of 

exerting herfelf againft Mr. Daubeny's powcr^ 

and propofing to fupport her, a plan was arranged 

for her declaring it to her mother. But in order 

to countenance this, it was thought neceffary in 

delicacy that an opening ftiould be made by a 

refpefilful letter from Mr. Meade to Mifs Baimfton, 

at her mother's houfe ; while (he propofed to be 

in Bath about the time of the letter's arrival, td 

meet it. But the letter having arrived firft, Mn 

Daubeny took it, and, it is prefumed, read and 

kept it; for he never gave it to Mifs Barnfton, but 

anfwered it himfelf with the utmoft degree of 

bitternefs and infult, ftill making ufe of Mrs. 

Barnfton's name. 

The other inftance is, that previoufly to Mr. 
Meade's leaving England in July 1 790, after Mifs 
Barnfton h^d firf^ yielded to Mr. Daubeoy's in* 
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fiaencejover her mother, flie defired that Mr. 
Meade would fend her a parcel of journals and 
other papers; but in the prejudiced ftate of her 
family, fhe begged that they fliould not fee them 
delivered, as it would only add to her uneafinefs 
and vexations: aixl a refpe£table family in Bath, 
who pitied more than blamed her fubjeftion and 
timidity, midertook to fend the packet. But the 
bearer miftaking Mrs. Daubeny for her fitter Mifs 
Barnflon gave it to her, who, having received it 
as Mifs Barnfton, did not convey it to her fitter, 
to whom it was addrefled, nor even to her mo- 
ther; but fingular as it will appear, it was to her 
huiband that (be carried her fitter's packet, Mr. 
Daubeny in a few days reftored the packet ; but 
kept the letter, which was tied on the outfide, 
until fome time after, when Mifs Barnfton difcQ* 
vered and demanded it. 

If after all thi& any one can doubt Mr. Daube- 
ny's influence in the Barnfton family, it may be 
faid to that perfon, in the words of the late ami-? 
able and learned Bilhop Home, " that no evidence 
** in the world will make a man believe what hq 
" does not choofe to believe/'* 

* If the Bifhop fhould fay that he views the afiair now in a 
different arrangement, and in a new light, Mr. Meade is ready to 
accept his acknowledgments. But he muft remind hi& Lordihip 
that he had feen aUnoft all that is given in this pamphlet, and that 
he might have ieen every document and proof in Mr. Meade^s 
pofreflion, if he had enquired. Mr. Meade admits that be did 0Q!( 



r "5 1 

Mr. Meade is at a lofs to conceive what the 
Biibop meant by profeffions of impartiality, which 
he underftands that he made when he was apply- 
ing for Mr. Meade's papers, or by his affurances 
that he fhould liften to no prejudiced parties or 
partizans. With one of the parties he had indeed 
no intercourfe, having ncw&c feen Mr* or Mrs, 
Meade. But it was not fo with tlic other party. 
The Bifhop and Mr. Daubeny had conftant and 
daily intercourfe ; every paper w^as handed in, 
which might work its eflfeft; anecdotes in/iiiedou, 
which might poifon a ftranger's mind, or deftroj 
charafier by the deadly blafts of infinuation; ever/ 
opportunity was open for commenting and glofs- 
ing ; large packets were added, when all feemed 
finifhed; and fent in fo critically, that, as his Lord- 
fiiip fays, he could hardly read them while in 
Bath, and was forry he could not have fome con- 
verfation with Dr. Randolph on the fubjeS. His 
Lordfhip's mind ieems to have been thus prepared 
for fentence, rather than for trial! It feems (Irange 
that reconcilement did not occur to his mind, as 
it did to every other Jierfon: or that he ihould 
enter on the affair, without the knowledge of one 
of the parties : or that he (hould be uneafy about a 
friend's opinion in Londqn, refpedling a matter and 
perfons whom he fays he did not know: or that a 

take the tiouUe to arrange his papers untD his Lordlhip rendered 
it oeceflary, becaufe he nerer thought of makiog them pabfic^ 
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family difagreement fhould otherwifc intereft him, 
but as he could make people friends, and obtain 
for himfelf the bleflSng of the peace-maker! But 
his Lordfhip feems to explain his own meaning, 
when he fays that the fubje£i was important, be* 
caufe it involved the charafter of a theologian. 

That religion is wounded by the diffentions of 
brothers and fillers, and by a clergyman having a 
verdift recorded againft him in a public court, is 
but too plain to all good chriftians. It muft needs 
be that offences come; but the woe is to them 
by whom they come. When with grief and mor- 
tification Mr. Meade heard that a brother-in law, 
who had known him for fifteen years, reprefented 
him as capable of doing what no man more ab« 
horred ; did he not write to offer him every fatis- 
faftory explanation, profeffing that he ihould think 
nothing humiliating that might bring brothers 
back to friendftiip? Did he truft to prejudice 
and pafliion for his condu£tors? or did he confide 
himfelf to three gentlemen* of the higheft rc- 
fpe£lability and worth, whofe endeavours for an 
amicable accommodation he encouragedf by 
every means in his power; and whoteftified their 
opinion of his conduct by accompanying him into 
court as his friends and fupporters ? When he 

* Dr. Bbyney, Archdeacon Coham, and Mr. Goddard. 
t Se^ Dr. Blayney's aQG9«nt of the oegociation, printed ia 
Mr. Mea4e'8 fiift pampbku 
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mentioned the ftiocking infinuations againft him 
which he knew it to be impoffible for his brother* 
in-law ferioufly to believe, did Mr. Daubeny ever 
give him the fatisfaftion of hearing that fuch 
charges were not made? Was Mr. Meade not 
even dared into a court of law, threatened with 
** the feverity of juftice," and told, ** that arbitra* 
** tion was liftened to only becaufe Mr. Meade's 
<* friend Dr. Blayney propofed it?"* If then Mn 
Meade was called upon to ftand in his own de- 
fence, is he anfwerable for an adverfary'sdifgrace? 
Is this wantonly injuring his chara£ler? 

Satisfied with having once more difcharged a 
duty which he owed to his wife and to his chil- 
dren, to his friends and to himfelf, Mr. Meade 
here takes leave of his readers, affuring them, 
that as the vindication of thofe mod dear to him 
was the fole motive of his laying before them this 
addrefs, fo nothing but a fimilar imperious call 
ihall ever again induce him to take up his pen in 
their juftification. 

Whether the BijQiop of Lincoln has altered the 
opinion of the public, or increafed their informa- 
tion on the fubjeft of Mr. Daubeny and his caufe,it 
is not for Mr. Meade to fay; nor whether it would 

* Mr. Daubeny appears to have cootinued his deiiaoce of Mr. 
Meade, until he dilcovered that there was proof fi^fficient againft 
him to ground an affion upon. 
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not have been well, if ofHcious zeal had fufFered 
the caufe to remain in that oblivion, where Mr. 
Meade would gladly have left it. 

Having no malice or defire of revenge, even 
towards thofe who have endeavoured to injure 
him in the moft tender part, Mr. Meade wiflies^ 
only to be at peace with his enemies, and in cha- 
rity with the world. 

THOMAS MEADE. 

Chatley^ Samerjetjhire. 
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(A.) 

Mrs. Meade'5 Corre^otidenct with her Mother; 
together with the Account of Archdeacon Coham*s 
Interposition to procure Family Peace^ 

MrS.MbADE to HEfe MotHER. 

*' T T is a duty I owe to niyfelf> to my children, and to 
-*■ my hufband; a duty I owe chiefly '^ to you, and to 
the memory of my father, to hold up my hands againft 
unmerited charges; and to declare, as I fhall anfwer 
it before God, that you are deceived^ and that I am 
wronged. Are you fure, my dear Madam, that you hav« 
aAed as you would be done by ? Have you enquired, 
or heard from difpaflionate men, the merits of this 
unhappy difpute? Pardon me. Madam, for faying, 
that, inftead of fuch difpaflionate enquiry, you have (hut 
your cars againft it) and as you firil received, fo you 
continue to take your bias from thofe who have unhap- 
pily made their credit to depend on my reje£):ion. 
Under fuch circum(lances> can you perfuade yourielf 
that you have heard and know the truth? If I ac- 
knowledged, * that you once confented to my marrying 
Mr, Meade, and defired me to perfuade Mr* D/ do I 
really for this deferve to be publickly charged with the 
dreadful crime of perjury ? That you forget it, I am 
pcrfuadcd. Why will you not have equal indulgence for 
me? But is it likely that fo kind a mother would bava 
been fo fingularly fevere to a daughter at my age and 
in my circumllances, as ftemly to refufe confent to her 

o 
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marrying a man equal to her in every refpcft, and whofc 
" charaAer was not then ftained by thofe heavy charges 
** which were afterwards whifpered againll it? Have I 
*^ not alfo all poffible teftimony to fatisfy both you and me 
" that I fpoke the truth, and that you forget it? Do 4 
*' defer\^ f%)r this to be publifhed by a Brother and a Mi- 
^^ nifter, under my Moibef's fan£lion^ as a perjured, loft 
" A^'oman? God help and forgive us all!* 

** I truft I could in every other refpe4St prove myfelf not 

*' lefs innocent. I betrayed no fecret, for none was ever 

•* entrufted to tne ds fiich. The part I afled was not 

'^ mdre called for by humanity to one fide, than it was 

** eonfiftent with the tendefeft friendftiip for the otherj 

** and t am periuaded that you yourfelf would have afted 

" with the fame charitable miiid that I did. 1 had no 

'* ^jeft but the recovery of good-will among relations: 

*' and furely common fenfe niuft aflufe you that I could 

*' have no other view; for did not ttiy own happinefs de- 

*' pehd oil preferviitg friendftips, not in exciting animo- 

*^ fitfes? That fecotrtfe was had to law, ateidft killed mg 

" With fotrow 5 but it ^v^t^ trot my doing. My appeatance 

'• dttd evidertce m Conft, Heaven kttowd, were forely 

^* ^gftihft my will. I wafe Required t6 fp^ak out bn my 

'* oAth, tad I confcientioufly anfwered the queftiotii pul 

'* to me. God is the judge of my tmth. What 1 de- 

*^ cliafed that Mr. D. had toW me, I never heard that he 

'^ could olr would deny; nor could I cvet have fuppofed 

<* that he nseant ot wfhed to deny it. And furely there 

* This is thie paflage from whidi liue BoAiOp of Liticolki itifer^ 
an ackBOwledgment of criminality in Mrs* Meade : his lAirdfhip 
having Kopped critically at that part of the fentence which mig^t 
i^mitof a toi^ftruAStm lha(t U contftidi£t^ h^ the whole lett^* 
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*' there is not one of our family and connexions that 
*^ muft not have acknowledged to have heard the fame in 
*^ fubftance, if the lawyers (contrary to Mr. Meadc'^ 
^^ wifhes and mine) had not called on me only to be the 
*' witncfs of it. If on one fide there was pecuniary lofs, 
** there was no gain on the other; an immenfe bill of 
*' cofts having required all that was received to dilbharge 
*^ it. Money, I can truly fay, was uo object of Mr, 
'^ Meade; for, as he inftrufted his Counfel to fay, ^hc 
would rather his opponents would candidly acknow-* 

* ledge their errors, than that he fhould obtain a verdi£t 

* for ten thoufand pounds!' 

^^ Let me then, again, before it is too late, implore you^ 
^^ for God's lake, and by the inempry of my beloved 
*^ Father; let me, in the name of three grandchildren, 
^^ implore reconcilement with you, as far as you can gr^ 
'^ it. If cruel circumflances d^uy i|ie your fociety, let me 
'^ receive uhder your own haod ap affurance of youf 
^ bleding, your forgivenefs, and love. If any one fhould 
^^ be inflexible in this unmerited prejudice againft me, 
*^ none can furely obje^ to your feeking the hleijGbd re- 
^^ ward of the merciful^ by dying in pea^ and love with 
^* your fuppliant child, C. M." . 

The reader has already been inform^ of liy^ pireiun- 
fiances under which Mrs. Meade raai'ried. Her fOiQthei^s 
ftiind had beeo poitbiied and irritatisd, and b^r hodEe fliut 
^ainft her daughter, wbofe beft firieads advUed J^r to 
many Mr. Meade; and he received her as bis wife, wl^a 
{he was lyo longer a member of Mrs. 3amfioa's &ipiJy; 
Every part of Mrs. Meade's coadu£t was jgyided hf ibp 
advice and under the direSion of h^ ev^^-valued iHe)B4 
Mr. Coddard; who was of oigixmr^ ibat ^ m^ V^ iflp 

o s 
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her mother's confent, would be nothing lefs than lo hifalt 
her, becaufe Mrs, Meade niuft know that her mother 
could not give it. But he advifed her to do, what {lie never 
ceafed to praftife, that is, to intreat with humility and 
duty her mother* s forgivcnefs for the unintended offence 
flie had given her, by not aflcing her confent, or commu- 
nicating her intentions to her when (lie did marrj'^ 
pleading the neceffity to which flie was reduced, but at 
the fame time endeavouring to avoid any expreffion that 
might give Mr. D. a pretence for oppofing her. 

To the above letter Mrs. Barnfton gave no anfwerj 
but Mrs. M. Barnfton wrote to Mrs. Meade a long letter 
in her mother's name, but certainly not in her mother's 
language; whole fentences being word for word the fame 
«is are found in a letter from Mr. D. to Mrs, Meade. 
In this letter the old arguments and charges were re- 
peated, as if they had never been explained or anfwered ; 
and a command was given (according to the ufual prac- 
tice) that no anfw6r fhould be returned to the letter; 
the laft words of it being as follows : " To prevent a re- 
^* petition of ufelefs writing on your part, my mother has 
** charged me to open every letter dircfted to her, and to 
^' fhew her no letter that comes from yourfelf. Whilft I 
*' write in order to fecure my mother's future tranquillity, 
** I muft, in order to fecure my own, beg you will not 
*^ write to me on this fubjeft. Mart Barnston.'^ 

Long and unkind as the above letter was, yet Mrs. 
Meade received in a day or two another from Mr. D, 
bimfelf, ftill more offenfivc and infulting; with great 
profefSoDS of pity and tendernefs; hoping that Heaven 
would fee her condud: in not fo bad a light; trustwg that 
the curse 0/ ill-gotten riches would not be entailed on her- 
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children; leaving her to God and her own confcience. 
See. &c. Mrs. Meade took no notice of this letter; but 
fhe wrote to her mother as follows. 

Mrs. Meade to Mrs. Barnston. 

*^ WHEN I folicited reconcilement with you, I di^ 
^^ hope that no one's interference might be neceffary. 
^^ But I chiefly hoped that you would not have thought it 
*^ neceflTary to lay my letters before Mr, D.; for I forefaw 
^^ the fatal coufequences of it. And a letter I have 
** juft received from him proves but too well that my 
^^ fears were not groundlcfs; and that there is to be no 
** reconcilement, until we meet where all miftakes will be 
^^ cleared up, and peace and love be reilored. 

^' What had Mr. D. to do, when I only fought to throw 
*' myfelf at the feet of my mother? He has taken upon 
*^ him to anfwer my letter to you with fuch a fpirit, that 
'* I fee all my profpecls with you in this life are at an end, 
** In the objections again ft me, T could foon fatisfy aji 
'^ unprejudiced mind; but where every thing is miftated 
*' or perverted on my fubjeA, and where a rooted preju- 
*^ dice has taken place, it is vain to try to convince. 
*' I retire, therefore, but not in obttinacy or refentment; 
'^ for if ever it fhall pleafe God to turn your heart to me, 
*^ I will fly to you, wherever I may be, if it be only for 
^^ one moment of your life. All 1 want on earth is your 
** love and bleflling ; I have, thank Heaven, every thing 
*' elfe. Providence has blefled me with three infants; I 
*^ enjoy the confidence and afre£lion of an honeft man ; 
^^ and I am favoured with the comforts of a reafonable 
** competency. I will make no other remark on the ex- 
** preflions in my filler'g letter about Mr. M. when flic 
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^* grieve at her blindncfs and prejudice, and am thankful 
** that fhe does not know him. C Meade." 

About a year after, Mrs. Meade having accora* 
panied Mr. M. in ill heaUh to Bath, was advifed, before 
fhe left it, to offer to her mother an opportunity of feeing 
her children; and her fervants having taken them to the 
parade near her houfe, left a note for Mrs. Barnfton, to 
fay they were at play there, and if fhe wiflied to fee them, 
they fhould wait on her. A fervant of Mrs. Barnfton's 
immediately came out, and took up one of the children, 
Mrs. M. Barnfton took up another, and a third was able 
to walk up flairs; when their grandmother received them 
with the utmoft tendernefs, and fliewed all thatfenfibility 
which was natural on feeing for the firft time three chil- 
dren fo nearly connefted with her. 

The pleafure and the congratulations of Mrs. Meade's 
friends on this occafion were foon damped; for in three 
days a letter came from' Mrs. M. Barnfton to Mrs, 
Meade, as follows : 

*' MY mother begs Twill remind you of her refolution 
'^ of not writing to you again. But (he thinks it nccefl&ry 
** to fay thefe few words, to prevent your children being 
*^ refufed admittance at her houfe. She faw them, be- 
*' caufe you defired it,* as they, could have nothing to do 
^* with the conduft of their parents. But as feeing your 
*' children can only ferve to bring to mind the reafont 

• This is tK>t a cfthdid teptdetftatiom. Mrs. Bamlton law her 
grand-cfatMrcn, not becaufe it vas Mrs. MeadeS intt hiro<iun deiire. 
It was left to her, whether fhe would wi(h to tfee th^B or not. B^ 
this pafTage, at all events, contradi6ks fiiUy ^n aiTertion of Mr. D.\ 
that ■** Ae chilrimi ^txt forced mXjQ their grandmother's houfc," ^ 
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(he cauoot fee their mother, (he begs that their vlfit may 
never be repeated, as it muft be the caufe of more pain 
*' than pleafure.** 

This letter and conduct appeared very uniaccountable ; 
but the myftery was foon cleared up. Mr. D. was abfent 
from Bath when Mrs. Barnilon faw her grand-children ; 
and immediately after his return the letter was writteu 
forbidding them for ever from going to her houfe again • 
What other violent siepshe took in Mrs. Meade's family, 
are bed known to himfclf, and are not altogether unknown 
to her. She therefore wrote a letter to her mother, from 
which the following are a few extrafts. 

*^ I have received my lifter's letter, defiring that I 
*^ fliould never again fend my children to your houfe. I 
will take care they (hall never intrude upon you. The 
unkind cxpreffious which my iifter's letters always coa- 
^^ tain, affe£t me with forrow, but not with refeoiment; 
nor fliall they ever draw from me a word of anger. I 
can eafily forgive, bccaufe I have injured no one, and 
^^ dcferve not her reproaches; and I pray that the injuftic« 
^^ done tome may never be charged to any one." 

<^ Pcronit me, dear Madam, to implore you, for 

^' my fake and for your own, to con£der. Every friend 
'^ to you and to Chriftianity would rejoice that you would 
^^ rcftore to your bear^ a davghttrr that was loft to you. 
'^ But if I muft be cleared before you forgive me, let me 
^^ know my faults, and if I do not fatisfy difpaflionate 
*^ minds, I give up all hopes of bappinefs. If frefh ob-r 
*' jc&ioxM riie one after another, suad year after year, find 
^^ no one on my pari is at hand to point out the errors, it 
^^ is endlefs to trouble you with explanat\Qn6; it is in- 
^^ efiedual for «iy£rU> and defied ibe v^ry end of obajrit}^,^ 
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900 APPENDIX. 

The year following, Mr. Meade having removed into 
Somerfetfhire, Mrs. Meade thought proper to write to 
her mother again; which flie was the more induced to, as 
flie underftood that Mr. P. and hisfamily were in London. 

EXTRACTS. 
Mrs. Meade to Mrs. Barnston, 

*^Nov. 1797. 

*^ PERSUADED that you will not quit this world in 
** your prefent averfion from me, I venture once more to 
*' acquaint you that I have changed my refidence, and am 
*^ fixed probably for life; and if itfliall pleafe God to tuni 
'* your heart to me before it is too late, T {hall be ready 
^^ every minute while I live to throw myfelf at your feet." 

■ ^^ It is a truth not to be concealed, that every 

*' Chriftian heart grieves at the wounds given to religion 
^^ by fuch an example of perfevering unforgivenefs. If 
'^ I am to have no mercy, do not refufc me common jus- 
'^ tice. Tell me calmly all you blame in me, and if I do 
'^ not fatisfy you, then give way to feverity. I will fatisfy 
''you, if you will judge me yourfelf, and by yourfelf. 
'' Your own heart is the beft counfellor. But if letters 
♦' are handed to an adverfe party, full of prejudice and 
^' anger againft me, how is the bleffed work of peace ever 
*' to be obtained? If Mr. D. is to anfwer my letters to 
'' you, as he did by tny laft^ what hope is there for usf 
*' His own letter proves that he cannot give an unpreju- 
^' diced opinion about me, when he fays, that ' to admit 
^ truth in me, is to put a knife to his own throat;* for 
^' where fuch intereft afFeAs any man, it is impoffible he 
'' can be a fafe advifer; and fo I remember he himfelf 
^f faid on another occafion. The charges of perjury ^ 
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'* (houtd be alhamed to repel, did not you lend your name 
*^ to them. Mr. Coham could have fatisfied you of what 
^* I faid of him ; and Mr. Hooker, who heard it alfo from 
*' Mr. D. himfelf. I am charged too with perjury, ia 
*' defcribing the ftate of my own mind. Has the Searcher 
*' of hearts given any man the power of knowing mine 
*^ better than I do myfelf ? And (hall that perfon's word 
*' fuperfede my oath with my mother? Why fuffer an 
*^ adverfary to comment on parts of letters written at pe- 
** culiar times, and under different ftages of the bufinefs^ 
** and to urge them as proofs ? Why not enquire the ftate 
^* of my mind of the Mifs Sawbridges, Mrs. Gunning, 
^* and others, to whom I always frankly opened it at the 
^' moment?'* 

— — ^' Alk yourfelf. Madam, did j/ou hear no infinu- 
^^ ations to the fame effect: as I did, againil Mr. M. and did 
** they make no iiiipreffion on you? Aflc the fame quef- 
^^ tion of every connexion of ours, without exception? 
**.Mr, D. hopes ' the curfe of ill-gotten riches will not be 
f entailed on my children.' God, I truft, will blefs^ 
*' not curfe them. He will never curfe them for crimes 
^' unjuftly imputed to me. But I neither coveted nor 
•* have any riches of Mr. D.'s. I have lofl; through him 
^^ the charities and kindnefs of my family, and he enjoys 
^^ them. But as to riches, I have more than I deferve, 
*^ and am thankful. Content renders my competence 
^^ abundance. Let me have my mother's bleffing and love; 
** it is my due, and is all I feek. Let others take the 
** riches of my family." 

** It is with pain I notice the letter Mr. D. wrote 

^' to me laft year. I hope he wrote it under dclufion or 
^' paffion, and may God forgive him, as I do. He 



'^ hopes I erred through midake, yet he woiiW have me 
^ pitnidied as wilfully wicked. He prays God to forgive 
** nic in heaven, but will coaoteuanoe no Ibrgivenefs on 
<' earth. In the u>idft of the blackeft charges^ he fays il 
^ is I that dander him. And although be affects that 
^^ his objeA is to give me private and friendly hints^ he 
'' forgefcs that he printed a book againll me full of the 
*' blackeft catalogue of crimes. I am ia truth only con- 
*^ fcious of defisnding myfctf from ^fperfioos^ of whicfe 
*^ kis letter ^ is a sufficient exM^inple. 

^< But I will clofe my letter as I began^ with tm- 

^ ploring reconcilemeol; the joy of which will more 
'^ than compeafate for what I have fuffered. Do wAy 
*' dear Madam, rejeft the prayers and love of me and my 
<^ children. I do not !(edk to feparate you £nom any one 
^ —only reftore to i»e your af&6lioa and canfideuce; 
^^ and bury all in oblivkw, by giving «ie thai mtiafUre of 
<' your bleiSng^ which I pivay <jrOj> to vreftuwe iea-foU 
« to you.'* 

ArdMieacon Coham having read the foregoittg letter^ 
vnrole one aUb to Mrs. fiamfton, lu^ging ixx to leconcUe- 
ment by every argument of rel^on and jtrftice) and {lar* 
ticularly affured her, that ^ Mr. liJ% chaigeagakift Mrs. 
^^ Meade's veracity wasimfbmided, nefpoding Smt haying 
<< invented the ftory of Mr. D. tdlisig Mrs. Me^d^ that 
^ Mr. Ckiham and Dor. Biayney had dedaned themfelvea 
^' «mfavoiirably to Mr. Meaxle'ii caufe;'* forlabaA ihe had 
communicated «t to Ihim a year befere atrial uraa ihougbt 
of, with trembling and aftoniflimenL *^ If I have mff 
^ credit nvitih ^ron, i(&id Archdeaocm Cohan) this will, I 
^^ taruft, dmw die seii from your mind wbtch pnejudioe 
^mayiKivieissduoedj tndtaantcibule'toilhteecQiKaili^ 
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^ which in charity I wifli, and which is the fole intention 
'^ of this letter." 

Mrs. M. Barnfton anfwcred Mrs. Meade's letter for her 
mother : " that on no terms, but of an effefitual reconci- 
^^ liation taking place in her family, fhould fhe see her; 
^^ that done, mod gladly flie would receive her to her 
^ aficftions; that it relied only on her to effed this/* 

To Mr. Coham (he alfo wrote, *' that he could not 
^^ but fuppofe that it was her ardent wifli to have recon- 
^^ cilement take place; that it would be a very great 
*^ happinefs to her, and to all her family; without her 
*^ daughter would firft reftore that harmony, it would be 
*^ to no purpofe her feeing her while she keeps up any 
^^ enmity to her family ;* the interview will only agitate 
^^ her, and no good done by it. This is only in her 
** power to efTefl; which, when done, (he may be affured 
*^ of my receiving her with affeAion. If you, fir, can 
*^ by any means be inftrumental to bring about a recon- 
** ciliaicion, you will very much oblige, &c. 

" M. Barnston." 
Mr. Coti&m, foil of fanguine hopes, determined to go 
to Bath, unfavourable as the feafon was for a very old 
and infirm man; and convinced that Mrs. Meade had no 
tnmities^ but on the contrary good-will towards all her 
relations, kat begged her to accompany him in his car- 
riage ; perfaadtng himfelf, that when he had feen Mrs. 
Barnfton, and laid plain faAs before her, all difficulties 
iMuft be foon retnoved, and that (he would immediately 
fee her daughter. Having gone to Bath, Mr. Coham 
wrote te Mrs. B, ^^ that he was come to wait on her in 

, • The reader ivill ohferve fxnv Mrs. Barnfton was deluded by a 
ptrfualion that Mrs. Meade was the perfon who kept up enmity. 
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** eonfequencc of her letter, and would attend her as foon 

as (he would give him leave, begging (he would fix an 

early hour, as he was obliged to leave Bath that day." 
To which the following anfwer was returned: " Mrs. B.'s 

refpeSful compliments to Mr. Archdeacon Cobam, 

{he cannot pojffibly fee him to-day." 

Mr. Coham was much hurt and furprlzed at this treat- 
ment from a lady with whom he had been in habits of 
intimacy, and for whofe family's fake he had come to 
Bath; and uncertain what to do, he again wrote, '* that 
•' he was much difconcerted by the laconic anfwer be 
*^ had received ; begged to know whether (he meant to 
*^ fee him at all, or whether he was to be trifled with; 
^^ but if fhe would wifli to fee him to-morrow, he would 
*^ wait till the next day." 

To this a verbal anfwer was returned, ^^ that Mrs. 
*^ Barnfton would give no other anfwer than what fhe had 
*' already given." 

Aflonifhed and fhocked at all this, Mr. Coham and 
Mrs, Meade prepared to leave Bath ; but they had the 
mydery cleared up before they fat off. Mr. Daubeny had 
juft returned from London, and was fitting with Mrs^ 
Barnfton when Mr. Coham's note was received by her! 

Thefe incivilities were followed rapidly by others. A 
very long letter was written to the venerable Archdeacon 
Coham, in the name of Mrs. Barnfton, not a line of 
which was written by her; arguing with and infulting 
him, and even charging him, one of the mofl benevolent 
of men, with being inftrumental in the law-fuit,&c. The * 
ftile and language of the letter manifeftly difcovering the 
author in every Hue. 
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Another very long letter was alfo fent in Mrs. Barn (Ion's 
name to Mrs. Meade; in which whole fentences are 
found, the fame as in Mr. D.'s letters, charging her with 
fliocking criminality; and, regardlefs of proofs and argu- 
ment, merely repeating words, as Mr. D. had done in 
his letter to Mrs. Meade the year before; and referring 
her to that letter, requiring confeiGons of perjury, &r. 

Mrs, Meade, in reply, wrote the letter already quoted 
in page 109, in which flie declared that (he would give, 
any confiderations for reconcilement with her, but thofe 
of confcience and truth; and if her mother continued 
inflexible in herfhocking conditions, ^^GoD forbid that 
*' fhe fhould accept them.*' [The reader is requelled to 
look back to that letter, page lOp/) 

Mr. Cohani alfo wrote to her, and obferved, ^* that 
"when (he exprefled the obligations (he (hould feel, if he 
** could be inftrumeiital in bringing about teconcilemcntj 
*' he thought converfation was the only one which had 
** not been tried, and that he had fuch overtures to make 
" as he thought could not be refufed; that the conditions 
" on which (be propoled to receive her daughter were 
*' fuch as ought to induce her to abandon her for ever? 
•* that thefe being inadmiflSble, he entered his proteft 
" againil them; that when (he told him, ^ he heard only 
* one (ide;* that was her cafe, not his. And when (he 
^^ (aid that (he read her Bible too much to want inr 
** (Iruftion about forgivenefs, (hie ufed a commentator 
w very different from his. As to reditutibn, of which 
" (be talked, that her daughter owed her none; (he never 
" injured her. " My mind," faid Archdeacon Coham, 
*' hath this advantage over yours, that it hath no io- 
** tereft, no worldiv motive to influence it. I-(ha!l neU 
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" caufe in which the charafters of the parties are deeptjf 
" concerned. Each of thefe Gentlemen, Sir, has left my 
** hoiife overwhelmed with the weight of that evidenct 
"which has been fairly fubmitted to them; and- con- 
" vinced, beyond the poffibility of doubt, that the caufcs 
" which it relates is of the blacked kind. The motive 
" which prevented me from having a new trial, viz. ten- 
" dernefs for a fifter, who muft in fuch a cafe have been 
publickly expofed, has alfo operated with me fo far as 
to make me quietly bear the burthen fhe has thought 
proper to lay on my (boulders, rather than get rid of it 
at fo dear an expence to my feelings. The fame feel- 
'' ings I ftilrpoflefs, and wifh the ftory could have been 
" fhut up for ever. 

** Bui, Sir, as it is probable that fuch will ndt now be 
*' the cafe, I feel a defire to give you that private con- 
*' viftion which may, through your means, tend to (hut 
" up the mouths of Mr. and Mrs. Meade; and thereby 
*^ prevent a more publick expofition of their infamous 
" conduA. To induce you. Sir, to this, I propofe that 
** not a word fhould be faid upon the lubjedt of our for-* 
" mer correfpondence, but that the matter fhould be taken 
** up de novo. Inclined as I am to give you full credit 
for the beft intentions, I fhould be forry that any ideas 
that took place in your mind upon a former occafion^ 
•* fhould indifpofe you for meeting me on an amicable 
" footing. The fubjeft I have to bring before you is not 
" a fubje£l for altercation, but for cool and difpaflionate 
" invelligation. I require nothing to be taken upon truft^ 
*' nothing to be given up but to conviction. The prcju- 
** dice you feel for your friend I wifh you to preferve as 
*' long as your own charafter will permit you fo to do. 
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*' The credit of a court, and the circnmfiaiice of no 
*' attempt having been made to undo it, arc moreover 
" confideraiions which I defire may give way only to the 
" conviAion of your own judgment Inlhort, Sir, the 
*• only object in view is to put you in a fituation to judge; 
•* being fatisfied in ray own mind, that if you can be per- 
'^ fuaded to come into that fituation, you will judge as an 
^' honeil man. With this idea before me I propofe lo* 
meet you with one gentleman only accompanying me^ 
who (hall be mutually agreeable, at fome future day 
'^ that may be convenient to us both. This letter will^ 
'' I truft, find you. Sir, in the fame difpofition of mind 
in which it leaves me; fhould it not^ (a circumftance 
which, as a Cbriiiian, I ihall fincerely lament) I have 
'^ only to leave upon your thoughts this confideration s 
*• How far. you will fland acquitted to your own con- 
" fcience in perfifting in the caufe of error, when that of 
'* truth is thus propofed to be amicably laid before you; 
'* thereby fuffering yourfelf to be inftrumental in the pro- 
" pagation of a (lory, w^hich is calculated more or lefs to 
*' prevent a brother clergyman from doing that good in 
his profedion which othcrwife might be done. 

•' I am. Sir, with refpeft, 

" Your moft obedient fervant^ 

•* Chables Daubehy/' " 
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DR. BLATNEY's answer. 

« Rev. Sir, 
*| I fomc time ago received a letter from you, contain- 
" ing an invitation to go over ground again which had 
" been trod before without much comfort or fatisfa£tion. 
^* I therefore felt ahogether difinclined to the bufine(s, 
** and had refolved to pafs it over in perfeA filence. But 
*^ having lately had occafion to recognize in you a pro- 
*^ feffion of principles well worthy of a Chriftian divine, 
*' it ftruck me, that by uniformly afting upon fuch prin- 
*' ciples, you might attain the avowed objeS of your 
'' propofal more efFcAually than by the inveftigation you 
" call for. I (hall therefore, in the true fpirit of charity, 
** venture to lay apian before you, which, with your con- 
^ currence, will doubtlefs fucceed. You have it in your 
" power to heal a family breach, which unhappily fubfifts, 
" and has for fome time fubfifted, chiefly on your account. 
•' How meritorious would it be in you to ftep forward in 
'' order to promote an univerfal reconciliation ! Admit- 
*' ing faults to have taken place on both fides, (and feldom 
*^ is it otherwifc) I need not remind j/ou, Sir, how ge- 
** nerous, how truly Chriftian it is, to give up refent- 
" ment, and to return good for evil. But in your cafe 
" particularly, I am much miftaken if it will not be found 
'^ the beft policy in refpeft of carrying the point you have 
^ in view, that of clearing your charafter from afperfions 
" which you think may obftruft the good you might 
*' otherwife do in the line of your profefEon. For by this 
** means you not o^ly flop the mouths of thofe who, as 
" you think, are interefted in mifreprefenting you; but 
*' the world itfdf, when it fees you again living on termi 
^^ of amity with them, will be led to concli^de, that what 
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^ ha9 pafled has been more owing to mifapprehenfion than 
" to any malevolence of intention. Whereas, by ftill 
*^ going on in this ftile of proving and defending, you 
'^ but perpetuate reproach ; fince it cannot be fuppofed 
" that thofe whom you accufe, will be wanting in their 
*' endeavour to repel and retort the charge. 

^* If thefe and fuch like confiderations have any weight . 
•' with you, I am free to offer myfelf once more, but I hope 
^^ fnelioribus auspiciis, in the chara£ter of a mediator^ to 
" bring about peace. It is true, I have not yet confulted 
with my friends, who are totally ignorant of my defign 
of writing to you, although they know I h ve re- 
^' ceived a letter from you. But I can fafely take upon me 
** to anfwer, from a thorough knowledge of their temper 
" and difpofition, that they will be ready to meet you 
" even more than half-way in the road to reconciliation. 
** If you, then, on your part, can afford me any encou- 
^* ragement, I doubt not but all might (oon be well : and I 
** fhould heartily rejoice in becoming the bleffed inftru- 
" men t of pacification. But if you determine rather to 
** perfevere in the line of enmity, (which as aMiniilerof 
•* the Gofpel of Peace, God forbid you (hould !) my talk 
^ is at an end at once ; for mod affuredly I will not be 
^ perfuaded to take a part any more, unlels where truth 
<* and juftice may require my teftimony, in your uncha* 
•* ritable bickerings. 

" I am. Reverend Sir, 

" With due refpeft, 

" Your moft obedient humble fervant^ 

«June2Mh, 1798. B. Blayket/' 

p 9 
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In a few weeks Mr. Daubeny replied to this^ as 
follow^ : 

** Reverend Sir, 

« I received your favour fome time fince, and fhould 
^' have returned an earlier anfwer to it, had I not been 
*^ from time to time thinking of calling upon you for the 
*' purpofe of having half an hour's converfation with you 
" on the fubjeft of it. This, I confefs, is what I could 
" much have wiflied, becaufe I flattered myfelf that the 
*^' ftate of the cafe might have been better underftood by 
*^ a little converfation than by much writing. The 
" thought that fuch a vifit might be impleafing to you 
*• has at length determined me not to attempt it; al- 
** though. Sir, I (hould be happy to refume the idea upon 
*^ the lead encouragement on your part. The obje& of 
*^ m/laft letter was to incite to a private amicable inves- 
*^ ligation of Mr. Meade's fubjeft. I do not wifli to 
'* meet any one, a brother Clergyman in particular, upon 
'^ any other plan. The public affront I have received 
** in Bath from one of Mr. Meade's friends, in confe- 
*^ quence of his ftory, has rendered fome vindication of 
*^ my charafter neceflary ; and I am confident you would 
** think me unworthy of the flation I hold in the Churchy 
^^ did I reft fatisfied till that obje£l had in fome way bemi 
^ accompliflied. I am forry, Sir, that an idea (hould 
*' prevail in your mind refpe£ling my perfeverance * in 
* the line of enmity.' I can aflure you, I feel no enmity 
** on the occafion; and though deeply injured, I perfeAly 
^^ agree with you upon the fubje£k of giving up refent* 
^ ment, and returning good for evil. I hope I ihM 

« never think otherwife. I am moreover difpofed to give 



** full credit to Mr. Meade's friends, as honeil and honour- 
" able men; afking them only to concede to me one point, 
^* viz. that they are fallible men. Upon this ground 
" alone I wifh to proceed upon the prefent fubjed* 

*• Thefe confiderations will, I truft. Sir, have their 
** weight with you. All I afk is, what I think you would 
" expe£t (hould be granted to you under fimilar clrcum- 
" fiances. Let this golden rule of Chriftianity be the 
" ftandard for your conduft on this occafion, and I am 
•* certain it will in the end be produ6live of mutual fatis- 
" fa£lion. You offer yourfelf. Sir, in thecharafter of a 
" Mediator. I (hould be happy to meet you on thatground, 
" when the fubjeA is in a ftate for it; but upon the prin- 
" ciple that we muft be juft before we are charitable, 
" when a character has been publickly injured, j[uflifi- 
" cation of that chara£ter ought to precede every otber 
** confideration. Where nothing is required for this pur* 
*• pofe but a private inveftigation of the conduA of thfl^ 
** refpe£live panics, I fee not how it can be effe£led upon 
" eafier terms. If Mr. Meade^s caufe was a good one iu 
<* the court, it muft be a good one out of it. It muft 
** doubtlefs, therefore, have occurred to you, that the event 
** of the inveftigation propofed muft be either the confirm- 
" ation of my difgrace, or the more fettled convidiion of 
•< your judgment. Thedifadvantage (if any) in this cafe 
** muft be to me — the advantage to yourfelf. You will 
" not, I flatter myfelf, on this or any occafion, find me 
** afling unworthy the character of a Minifter of the 
«* Gofpel of Peace. Indeed, I will venture to fay, that 
^ provided you will fo far do me the juftice as to make 
" yourfelf fully acquainted with all the circumftances at 
*^ the cafe in queftion^ there is notbLcig which you will 
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" feel yourfelf called upon by charity to do, which I (halL 
** be backward in doing; becaufe I am confident you 
** will do every thing a man of charafter and a clergyman 
^* ought to do upon the occalion. 

" I am. Sir, with all due refpeft, 

** Your moft obedient humble fervant, 

" Charles Daubeny/* 

Do6lor Blayney returnqd the following anfwer, 

*' Reverend Sir, 

" WITH a view to pacification, I have twice 
*' made you an offer of my fervices, which twice have 
•' been at lead virtually rejeAed. I muft therefore takc> 
** leave to adhere to my declared refolution of declining 
" any further interference. Nor can I fee ground for 
** entering afrefh, after fo long a time, into a matter 
" which has been already fo completely inveftigated, firft 
" in a court of juftice, and afterwards in adeliberate appeal 
*' of both parties to the publick ; in confequence of which 
^' I have fully and finally made up my mind, and have 
•* not a doubt left. 

" I am, with due refpefl, 

" Reverend Sir, 

" Your moft obedient humble fervant, 

" B. Blayney/' 

Here it may be permitted to enquire, what right had 
Mr. 7> lubcnv to expeft that Mr. Meade's clofeft friend 
ihouUl admit or accede to a new enquiry into his conduft^ 
as if his cauie were doubtful? 
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Dr. Blayney had carried on a tirtfome and vexatiout, 
correfpondence with Mr. Daubeny during ten months, 
for the exprefs purpofe of obtaining an amicable inveili- 
gation of the difference between Mr. Meade and him. 
He did it to prevent, if poffible, the neceffity of having 
recourfe to a court of juftice. And by his ilatement, 
which he permitted Mr. Meade to print, it appears that 
he did not give up his efforts for fuch private enquiry, 
until after repeated infults from Mr. Daubeny, and much 
diffatisfaflion with his condu6l.* It was not till then 
that Mr. Meade, with the Doftor's concurrence, and that 
of every difpaffionate perfon, had his caufe brought into 
the Court of King's- Bench, where it was decided in a 
public and regular manner. 

In the laft of Mr, Daubeny's preceding letters, a few 
paffages require a particular notice. There is no founda- 
tion for the affertion, that " he received an affront in Bath 
** in confequence of Mr. Meade's ftory.** The perfoa 
alluded to is Mrs. Falconer.f It feems that (he chofe to 
go to St. James's Church on a Sunday when Mr. Daubeny 
went to preach at the one which (he ufually attended. 
At that time Mr. Meade was a very new acquaintance 
of hers, and had never opened his lips to her on Mr. 
Daubeny's fubjefi. She judged as others did, from no«^ 
torious fa£U. 

• See Dr. Blayney*s account of the negociation in Mr. Meade^ 
pamphlet, 1794 ; a few copies of which Mr. Meade has remaining* 

t Mrs. Falconer is fince dead; but both Dr. Falconer and his 
fon, the Rev. Mr. Falconer, will bear teftimony to tl^g truth of what 
is here related. And when Mr. Daubeny pleads this affront as ren* 
dering a vindication of his charadler neceflary ; he forgets his coa« 
dud for many years preceding thb circumftaDce* 
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Mr. Daubeny aflerts it as a principle that we miift be 
just before we are charitable. Where is this principle 
found? '* To be jiift before we art generousy" is an old 
precept in pecuniary matters ; but where does the Gos- 
pel lay it down as a principle, that a party in a contention 
(hall be judge how far his own idea of juftice fliall be fa- 
tisfied, even to admit of charity ? Who would venture 
to pray God that his Justice fliould precede mercy? And 
yet we all pray that He would deal by us as we do by others. 

Mr. Daubeny's aflumption, that *^if Mr. Meade's 
** cauie was good m court, it muft be fo out of court,** 
is very true, but his inference is falfe; the merits remain 
the fame. But the point fhould be thus dated: ^^ In a 
•* private meeting, without Judge j Jury^ Witnesses, Oaihy 
•* or Restraint; when bold and falfe aflertions may be 
** made at will, without means of fifting or examining on 
** oath, has innocence an equal chance with guilt? And 
" (hould f uch a mockery of a trial be reforted to, after a 
^^ cause had been decided in a court of juftice?'* Is not 
the defign obvious ? 

In like manner Mr. Daubeny fpeaks of '^ all the dis^ 
" advantage being his.*' This is another deception^ 
What difadvantage? He might gain^ but could not lose. 
If by any means or chance he could induce people to think 
of him more favourably, he would be fo far a gainer; 
whereas an unfavourable opinion would but leave him 
where he is. 
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Xat*rative of Mrs. Mbadb's Visit to her Mother. 

September, 1803. 

MRS. Meade had been more than eleven years married 
without being able to fee her mother. She had 
written frequently to her, but her letters were always an- 
fwered, with infults and feverity, by perfons interefted or 
influenced againft her; and the mediation of friends was 
equally fruitlefs, they being never in any one inftance 
permitted to fpeak to Mrs. Barnfton on the fubjeft. Mrs. 
Meade therefore determined at length to go to her mother's 
houfe. It had been always recommended to her; and 
although her opponent appeared to be now too ftrong, 
and her mother too weak, to admit of very fanguine hopes 
of fuccefs, yet it was Itill recommended, as the only ftep 
ihe had left untried. But before the account of her vifit 
be related, it is neceflary to ftate that the caufe of it at this 
particular time was that Mr. Stevens, an old and much- 
efteemod friend of Mr. Daubeny, as well as of Mrs, 
Meade's family, being in Bath, and being treated byMr^ 
Daubeny with coldnefs and difrefpeft in the ftreet, re- 
ceived from him the next morning the following letter : 

Rev. Chas. Daubeny to Wm. Stevens, Efq. 
'^ Sir, 

** IT may not be more agreeable to your feelings than 
^< it is to mine, that I fhould pafs by an old and truly- 
*' refpefted friend unnoticed. But you have placed your- 
^< felf and me in that fituation^ that fo it muft be^ unlefi 
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you choofe it fhould be othcrwife. After a long «nd 
** intimate acquaintance with my charader, you have 
*' committed yourfelf againft it, without permitting your- 
** felf to doubt, or to make enquiry. I can make all due 
'* allowance, becaufe I know the art that has been prac- 
'^ tifed upon you. It is ftill however in your power to 
*' tread back your fteps, if you think proper. If not, I 
muft leave you, though unwillingly, to travel on to your 
grave, accompanied with the reflexion of having, in 
confequence of wilfully fliutting your eyes againft the 
*^ light, perfilled in fupporting the caufe of falfehood and 
'* infamy againft that of truth and honour, 

*' Dr. Randolph, I underftand, confiders that his friend 
*^ Mr. Meade can gain no advantage from farther invefti- 
^' gation, becaufe he has the opinion of the world already, 
*' Both Dr. Randolph and myfelf ought to look beyond 
** this world. To meet Dr. Randolph, however, on worldly 
•' ground, I propofe a worldly advantage to his friend, if he 
" can prove himfelf entitled to it. I will put down 500l.* 
** on the table, on this condition, that if Mr. Meade can 
*^ prove himfelf to be the injured man, and that as fiich 
«' he was entitled to his verdift in the judgment of honour* 
^' able and unprejudiced parties, the 500l. fhall be his 



• What man, found guilty by a jury, would not put down 500I. 
or 5000I. according to his fortune or his wounded pride, for the 
chance of fach a trial as Mr. Daubeny propofes; where himfelf and 
his party would have to give their teftimony on their nuordsy with- 
out power in the judges to examine, to adminifter an oath, to en- 
force the attendance of whnefles, or to reftrain the parties ip any 
degree? At fuch a trial, and before fuch judges, is it not reafon- 
able to fuppofe that Mr. Daubeny would do, as he did by others 
who thought him wrong ; that is, turn his back on them, or iqfult 
them, and fay Aey knew nothing of the matter? 
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^' own. Bat if on the contrary I prove his caufe to be 
*' fuch as every man of charafter ought to reprobate, and 
'^ the evidence produced by him in court to be groflly and 
'^ wilfully perjured, in fuch cafe Mr. Meade fliall refund 
the verdict he has unjuftly obtained, for the benefit of the 
Bath Hofpital. Such ismypropofal. I challenge Mr, 
'^ Meade*8 friends to accept it. An aflair of this nature 
^5 admits of no poflible compromife. My character if 
*' of that importance, in my own eyes at leaft, that I cait 
*' never fubmit to its being made the fcapegoat for that of 
*' Mr or Mrs. Meade. Either I am the man Mr. Meade 
** reprefents me, or I am nol. Upon no other confider- 
*^ ation than that of ailing up to the character for which 
** I have been always difpofed to give you credit, that of 
^' an honed and zealous friend, by proving whether I 
*' am fo or not, can I ever receive the hand of Mr. 
** Stevens. I am. Sir, with refpeA, &c. 



tc 



Jan. 20, 1803. CHARLES DAUBENY.** 
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To which Mr. Stevens replied^ 

*' I HAVE received your letter in explanation of ht-i 
yin^ pafled by an old firiend without voucfafafing to 
takKg any notice of him. Your behaviour I thought 
*' feemed to require fome ^>ology, and I am pleafed to 
'' find you are of the (ame opinion* I wifli it may lead 
to good, and by putting an end to the forrowt, be the 
beginning of joy to a long divided and diftraAed familjr* 
** But I muit confefs I have my doubts. The queftioD 
^ with me now is, whether the letter itfdf does not (land 
'' in need of apology, which perhaps you will not be b 
*^ ready to xnake* For pray, my dear Sir^ bow came yoit 
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^ to know fo decidedly what is not the fad:, that I com* 
*^ mhted myfelf againft your character, without permit- 
♦' ting myfelf e\'en to doubt or to make inquiry?* Yoo 
^ iay likewife you know the art that has been practifed on 
^ me. But you are in this no lefs egregioufly miftafcen 
** than in the other aflercion. Whatever you may think 
^^ you know, take my word for it, no art, as you call it, has 
^ been practifed on me. Prefuming on my being a poor 
•* weak creature, which God knows I am, you haftily 
^' conclude that I am eafily impofed on. But I truft, ^ I 
^ ^ may, without treading back the fteps I have gone, tra- 
** * vel on to my grave unaccompanied by the reflection 
** * of having in confequence of wilfully (hutting my eyes 
*^ * againft the light, perfifted in fupporting, as you cboofe 
**'* to reprefent it, the caufe of falfehood and inimfiy 
'^ ^ againft that of truth and honour/ As to your piro- 
^' pofal for a re-hearing of the caufe, I have only to 
'^ fay I am fidly perfuaded that Mr. Meade (to whom 
*^ what you have written fhall be communicated) will 
*^ moft cheerfully accede to any propofition you can make, 
<' that is honourable, and likely to produce good-will 
■< and haroKmy. And as to your character, which is of 
^' importance, as you rightly obferve, in your own eye^ 
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* Thofe who are tmacquainted with Mr. Daubeny's coitfidQnce 
in making afiertions, will be iurprifed to hear, after this charge 
agatofl Mr« Sterens, that fo hr from ** judging' withoot mqakty/^ 
be was a^Bioagft die iirft of Mr, Dauben/s friends, who at his requdSb 
attiended him for many hours in Bath,toread his voluminous chargges* 
enforced by his own comments, explanations, and afTertions. He 
was pre&nt at the trial, and had one of Mr. Daubeny^s boo]» fent 
to him aa a particular fiiend, and all this at a Me when he was 
almoft a ftranger to Mr. Meade, and his former friendfliipa and 
prejudices inclined him ihrongly to Mr. Daabeny: ^^ Amicuj PfatQ% 
'^ std ma^is arnica Veritas i^ was, howieyer, more ftrong wAh hiou 
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^ and Set me add, in the eyes of others alfo, I have long 
^ thought that nothing would contribute fo much to fe- 
** cure you the efteem of all good men, and I (hould hope 
•* the approbation of your own confcience, as thepradlice 
•* of a little more Chriftian charity, and forgiving as you 
exped to be forgiven. Whether you will receive my 
" hand or not, muft be left to yourfelf; but I (hall not be 
*^ backward to give it 5 and that you may fee the things 
•* which belong to your peace, and to the peace of tbofe 
** with whom you are more particularly bound to be at 
*' peace, is the fincere prayer of 

^' January 21, 1803. W, S/* 

Mr. Stevens, after fome days, wrote again to Mr. Dau- 
beny as follows :— 

'' Rev. Sir, 

** Not hearing from you fince my reply to your letter 
^^ of January 20, I take it for granted you do not see the 
^' propriety of what I there intimated, that fome apology 
^^ might be neceflary on your part for what had been ad- 
^^ vanced in your letter* However that may be, I am 
** not without hopes that the correfpondence which ha^ 
*' been renewed between two old friends on a difagreeabl^ 
*^ fubje6\ may yet terminate happily. I have acquainted 
^' Mr. Meade, whom I have feen, with what has pailec^ 
^^ and I found him, as I expefted, well inclined to liften 

to any propofal that is calculated to anfwer fome good 

purpofe. But, my old friend, (if I may fo fpeak) of 
" what ufe can it be to ftir up ftrife again ? Is it not much 
^* better to let go contention? Suppofe you are the in- 
'^ jured perfon, where is the benefit of proving it, unl^fr 

to (hew how ready you are to forgive injuries? And 
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'^ may not that be done more eafilyat once^ without taking 
" fo much trouble? It is mentioned in the life of Sir 
*' Eardly Wilmot, that a gentleman of high rank came to 
^^ him one day, under the impreffion of great wrath and 
'^ indignation at a real injury he had received froma perfon 
*^ high in the political world, and which he was medi- 
tating how 10 refent in the moft effeAual manner. 
After relating the particulars to Sir Elardly, he aiked if 
*' he did not think it would be manly to refent it. * Yes/ 
** faid Sir Eardly, * certainly it will be manly to refent it; 
'* ' but it would be godlike to forgive it.' This, the gen- 
^^ tleman declared, had fuch an inftantaneous effeA upon 
*^ him, that he came a\vav quite a different man, and in 
•* a totally different temper from that in which he went. 
*' Now if you have received an injury, why cannot you 
" go and do likewife? Suppose Mr. and Mrs. Meade 
*^ are the injured perfons, (and furely there is no harm in 
*' the fuppoiition) I am confident they havenotawifli to 
** recall to remembrance any of the provocations you may 
** have given, or any of the hard fpeeches you may have 
*' uttered againft them. They are no ftrangers to the 
^^ doftrine of the forgivenefs of injuries; neither are they 
** ftrangers to the praftice of it. You challenge Mr. 
** Meade's friends to accept your propofal ; let me chal- 
** lenge you to accept mine. If you do accept it, I think 
*' I may venture to promife you will feel the comfort of 
*^ it. It is comprifed in two words, and I am perfuaded 
** will be readily embraced by all the parties concerned. 
^' Ft is no moTt i\\'3iVi forget and forgive, Confidcr how 
*' good and joyful it is for brethren to dwell together in 
** unity. Let there be a general a6i of oblivion for what 
'^ is pad. Let all animofities ceafe on all fides; and let 
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'* the family he again what it once was, the family of 
'* love. Oh! that I might be made the inflrument of 
•* aflembling you all together, children and grand-child- 
^' ren, to receive the blcffing of the venerable old lady, 
*' your excellent mother-in-law, whofe heart would re- 
*' joice at the event; and to fee you all embrace one ano- 
^' ther with the kifs of charity. It would be a pleafant 
^' fight, and I fliould efteem it one of the happieft dayjB 
** of my life to accomplifh fo good a work. Bear in mind 
*^ what I have faiJ; fuffcr the word of exhortation from s^ 
'' Zfialous friendy and let me have the ratisfa(9:ion of re- 
*' flefting that it may give me fome title to the beatitude 
^^ in the Gofpel, • Blefled are the peace-makers.' 

^' Adieu. Your's, fincerely. 

** /Vi. 7, 1803. \Vm. Stevens." 

The Rev. Charles Daubeny's reply to the above was 
as follows: 

"To William Stevens, efq. 
''Sir, 

" I am certainly bound to thank you for your earned 
** endeavours to mediate between Mr. MeaJe and myfelf , 
*' with the charitable objedl in view of bringing together 
"a divided family; and (hould think myfelf bound to 
" thank you ftill more, could you devife any plan for that 
" purpofe, which in the opinion of my friends (conside-* 
" ratis consider andis J ought by me to be embraced. On 
" this fubjecl I cannot fpeak more ftrongly than I fpake 
" fome lime fince to a friend, who feemed difpofed to 
" appear in the fame charitable chara&er with yourfelf, 
" by telling bini, < that though Mr. Meade had bafely 
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" * picked my pocket of one 500l. I would willingly give 
" * another fuch fum to any one who could find a way to 
" * bring the family together without the facrifice of 
" ^ charafter.'* 

*' But, Sir, your letter feems to me to proceed on one 
*' great fallacy, againft which the integrity of your cha- 
** rafter has not been fufficiently on its guard. In con- 
" tradiftion to that unequivocal language contained in my 
** former letter, which properly belongs to that decided 
•^ line of conduft which julUce to myfelf has dfcliged me 
** to adopt on this occafion, you fay, * if you have Te- 

* ceived an injury, why cannot you forgive?' and, 

* fuppofe Mr. and Mrs. Meade are the injured pcrfons, 

* &c/ This would be very proper language to be ufed in a 
" cafe where injury may be fuppofed to have been mutu- 
" ally received, and where the interpofing parties, after a 
** general knowledge of particulars, might not be able to 
" agree from what fide conceffion fhould come. In fuch 
*' cafe mutual forgivencfs and general oblivion would point 
*' themfelves out as the neceflary and proper expedients, 
" and that party would be deficient in Ghrrftian charity 
" who befitated lo adopt them. But if Mr. Stevens had 
" fet out in this bufinc^fs in coofifiency with the chara6ker 
" he afllimes, he would have known that inch expedients 
*^ did not apply to the cafe in hand; and this language 
" upon it confequently, admitting Chriftian charity in -its 

* Mr. Daubeny has two favourite expreffions for him/elf 2Ji^ for 
■others — ^** His chara^lety^ and " the tworld^ No man is more 
jealous of his character. His fears for it enter into every letter. 
Jt is an argument to juflify all he does, and to condemn all that 
others do. But if any one elfe feel for his own character, then 
Mr. Daubeny exclaims, that that perfon regards the 'ujorld onJyi 
wBik he himfelf looks further! 
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'' utmoft extent, wciuld have been very different from what 
^^ it now is. To the tenour, therefore, of Mr. Stevens's 
*' letter, I am reluAantly conftrained to anfwer thus: — If 
'^ I am called on to forvive Mr. Meade, injury on my 
*^ part muft have been received from him. Taking the' 
^^ fubje& on this ground, and placing the Gofpel before 
^^ us, a proper acknowledgment of the injigy conftitutes' 
" thcncceffary prelude to forgivenefs. Should, aft^rfucho 
*^ acknowledgment has been made, forgivenefs he with- 
^^ held, ihe party injured certainly does not forgive gd he- 
*/ hopes to be forgiven.* But Mr. Meade has placed him* 
** felf on the ground of the injured party, and has been 
^* engaged for ten years at the expence of my chara£ter 
^^ in ftrengthening himfelf in the public opinion.f Should 
^^ tliat ground therefore be found ground, I, as the inju* 
^^ ring party, have nothing to forgive. But, Sir, I feel- 
^^ myfelf (landing on the unfhaken ground of innocence.' 
^^ Againft that innocence Mr. and Mrs. Meade have wil- 
'^ fully and groflly finned. It wa-s in my power to have* 

I 

ff put them both to ihan^e in the fame court, ^ from ttiO' 

• This language is furely immodei): at leaft, in that perfbo. 
againfl whom a court of juftige had decided ! and it is pl^y a per<« 
verfion of Mr. Stevens's argumentt 

t Mr. Daubeny might fufped that if Mr. Meade has the' public 
opinion with him, he muft have better fupport than his own efforts.' 
Mr. Daubony had the advantage of fHendfhips that are ufually 
formed at fchool aikl college ; he has the inflnfitce derived- iromi 
great property, and the fupport of families and relati^^ intercfted: 
io his chara^er; while Mr. Meade's natural intorefts were in another 
country. If Mr. Daubeny is in this cafe rejedtedf and. Mr. Meade- 
pxott&ed by the pi|blic opinion, the former inay aifign. ^ more pra* 
p^blc caufe for it than he has done. , 

t Is it npt paft GOmprdi^fioD^ that Mr.Daubeny* aware of the 
foi^atioo ig v\^ .bjB. ftpo4» fbduki lii&r thc.difgrac^ oflMs.ow«* 

a 



*' igttoriMe <tf which they derived thrir projefted adTali- 
^< tage. I forgave my injurer^ fo far as to feek no redrefs 
^ ^atnft tbeqi j becaufe the confequence of the remedy 
^* that iMtift have been reforted to for the purpofe, made 
" a ftronger impreffion on my feelings, than I trufied the 
^^ temporary advantage gained againft me would be able 
** to make on the minds of thofe to whom the vniibrm 
^' confifteqcy of my charaAer waa known. If I have 
*' been deceited in this refpeft, it has not been for want 
•* of chiirader oti pay part, but for want of judgment in 
^ others to appreciate it. Having thus pra6lifed, fo far 
^^ as they relate to this fubjefl:, the hardeft Chriftian doc- 
^^ trines, of paffive obedience and non-refi fiance in bear* 
^' ing patiently what it has been the will of God to Jay 
** on me; you will not judge me indifpofed to proceed 
^' even further, (hould Oofpel jiuthority be produced^ call- 
'^ Ing on me to do fo. 

" To myfelf however I appear to have afled fully up to 
^« th* Gc^] ftandafd on this oct^afion.* t have forgiven, 
'< fo fer as forgivenefa can be praflifcd on my part. Tq 

char a^er, id order to fay^ that of another, whom at the lame time 
he reprefented a^ unworthy of regard ? Is this confident with the 
experience of mankind; or is it recddcileable with fa^s? ]Por if 
a^ibns be' taketi a» eVkleikfe of the ladod^ all Mr. Dcmibaiy'a areio 
direct coDtrada^oa to his pretenfiona. Indeed it mtM appear a« 
^^incredible thiag» (» ofaferved by Losd £llenbiKt)agh ana huitndp 
thatt a man flKwMlM give up his ovn reputadon Oat of tetodknidt 
fbr anothcr^aad hnmediaKcly afterwards endeavosr to ddbtifr thmc 
perfoo^s repntxtiodv aod exped that the world tytmld raet^ Hif' 
word ai tb€ pcooi f 

• •* tf6ts not Mf . Daubeiiy riiifuiiderfland *< the Gofpd ftand; rd f^ 
Is HE the fearcher of hearts? Is* cbufeffion to be made to him^ aod 
ferj|;flifaefs.tx> be g^aated hf lam i Iskefd tto tAfe jlNJ^e ^ its <mn 
cmft^Litrcaaeaiitifliltoftstaiitiobkte e)rtirikd^u|irrf Ul^^dMWM 



*^ receite Mt. Mdade with his v^di£l in his pocket, andt 
** his (lory iit bia mouth, would be to fubftribe to the 
^< juftice of the one, and to acknowledge the truth of the 
*' other. This I conceive wouM not be Cbnftiati cHarity, 
" ft) much as ChrisiiaiifolMf. it \(rodld be for ih}ufe(f 
^* innocence to chain herfelf to the car of iriumphkii 
^' guilty for the purpofe of contributmg to the more qofqi- 
** plete celebratibn of ill-acquired fatmei. 

•' Adi^u, your*s fincerely, 
<^ Feb. 23, 180S. Gbaiilbs Daubbivv/^ 

William Stevens, E% to the Rev, CnAichiAs 

Daubeny. 

^^ Reverend Sir, 

** I HAVE received your long, letter, to which it is not 
^^ tny intention to write a long anfwer. I perceive that 
^* what I faid in my two fohrler letters hai been (0 Ao 
<^ purpofe 5 and I have no reafon to exp6& bettei^ futc^ft 
" from any thing more I can fay. I (hall only juft obferve 
*• that when you aflert you were reftrained by delicacy to 
«' Mr. and Mrs. Meade from expofing their charafters an^ 
•^ vindicatmg youi* otvfr at th^ tWil, peojpTe i*r?ft bfe apl to 
*^ tTizMxm,' ^ Ctedat Judaus Apdlaf" iai certaihily, 
'' befides the impfobabili^^ of * man ftdrHfeiAjJ hi* (f^h 
«' cbaraaer out 6f c6thplii*i6itt to his itfvfertaryf the fruA 
^ of the aflertjon is ill.cbtiflHittd iy y6ur tobftcjfttAt c6ri-. 
^' dua, wbrch Hag been indi^6ullj^t^yij[y«ak-dll iU^)!itoer 

be*itfni(tMdl? fhit^misi #in'}u4a' ibr hUiffOf^ WKoltf l^mnien't 
aild exprefio)^ are moft oebfiiUnt wi9r *< the Oofi)ef ffondatd;"-^ 
Mr. Stevcns'if of ^ Chriftiafi charity;'' pr jilr. DaubeBy's, of 

^CnaiSTUN FOLLY." 
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<^ of evil againft them, to reprefcnt them as groflly guilty 
U of wilful perjury, and their caufe as the caufe of infamy 
^^ and falfebood. Seeing thefc things are fo^ how come» 
^^ it to pais that yovi can accufe them, without condemn- 
^' ing yourfelf? or by what enchantment can you perfuade 
^^ yourfelf you are the only injured pcrfon, when you have 
^^ done infinitely more to traduce their charafters, than I 
*^ ever heard of their doing to traduce yours ? Were I 
*^ difpofed to recriminate, I might adopt your language to 
^^ me, and complain, * that you wilfully perfifl in {hutting 
•' ^ your eyes againft the light.' But I foi1>ear. . Liberavi 
^^ animam meam. If you can with truth fay the fapie^ 
'* I give you joy, and take jay leave. 

« Feb. 26^ 1803, Your's^, Wm. Stevens." 

This correfpondence being confidered by Mrs. Meade'n 
friends as particularly intcrefting, it was advifed that htst 
mother (hould fee it, and (he accordingly fent it to he,x 
\yith a letter to the following purpofe. 

Mrs. Meade to Mrs. Barnston. 

— - After earneftly calling her attention to Mr. Stevens's 
letters, and -reminding her how he ftood efte^med and 
regarded in the family, fhe added, ^^ Tf you will permit 
^' |ue to go to you, I will dp it with a heart, full of gratiT 
^' ti^de and love j I will throw myfelf at your feet to im-r 
^^ plore your bleiQng on myfelf and on x^y children; and 
'^ when I folemnly declare that I feel no other fentiment 
^^ than of gooc)-will towards all my relatipQS, I am ready 
^^ to teftify it by every a£l of kindnefs in my power. To 
•^ my lifters I open my hesurt in love; fmd to Mr. Daubeny 



^ I offer the hand of a filler in friendihip, and beg that 
^* we forget for ever the paft, and forgive as we hope to be 
** forgiven. If his chara6ler fuffers^ I am truly forry for 
'' it. If the remembrance of a law-fuit b painful to him, 
** I can with truth declare, that it was entered upon with 
'< bitter relu£tance, and has been a matter of ^ual concern 
*' ever fince. If he thinks, as I hear, that we drive to 
^' injure his charader, it is a cruel mifreprefentation ; for 
*' if ouc acquaintances were permitted to meet each other, 
<' they would foon make it appear that Mr. Meade and I 
** never (peak on the fubjefl, unlefs fome neceffary or 
** friendly objeft is in view. Let us then, my dearefl 
^^ Madam, aflemble round you, and with a kifs of love 
*' and charity bury the paft in everlafting oblivion. Do, 
^* for God's fake, ufe your influence with Mr. Daubetiy, 
'^ I implore you by the memory of my dear father, and 
*' of poor Mr. Sikes, who but a fortnight before he died 
'^ wrote to me, that if he could fee us friends again, it 
^^ would be the happieft day of his life. Confider well the 
'* melancholy example of your numerous grand-childrea 
^' being bred up in hereditary averfion, without even 
^^ knowing each other. One word, it feems, is brought 
^^ forward as a bar to charity, and a juftification of our 
'' everlafting feparation^ the word, restitution. On this 
^^ occafion, when I am ibliciting peace and reconcilement, 
'* I will avoid every expreffion oi blame ox oijustijicatum. 
^^ But I will quote the fentiments of a divine, who wrote 
*^ on this very point a hundred years ago: * If any one 
^< < offend, the evil is with him, and he has moft caufe to 
^^ ^ be troubled. Little injuries (hould not move us; if 
* great, there is more magnanimity in forgiving, for it 
' is the glory of a man to pafs over a traxifgreffion. We 






t3U APPHNPiCi. 

^^ ' muft forgive one another, 9s God for CHRist'i) 
^^ ' (ake forgives us. But who is to go to be reconciled, 
^' < the offender or the offended ? BOTH, that reconcile* 
*' * ment may be fure. If restitution be firft required, 
^^ ' if prefent fatisfadion be demanded^ we (hould rather 
*^ ^ chide our unbelieving hearts that cannot wait till that 
^' ^ day, when it will be better for the offended^ and worfe 
*' * for the offender^ if it be not done before. —Vengeance 
'^ ^ is mine, I will repay, faith the Lord. Our part is 
"^ < both to forgive^ and to pray GOd to forgive; to ex* 
^^ ^ hort our enemy meekly^ to tell him of his ftull, and 
^^ * then to win him to frieqdfliip by Icindnels.' 

" I am, 8cc. Catherinb Meade/' 

To this letter no anfwer* being for fome days returned, 
Mrs, Meade refolved to go to her mother's houfe, and 
ftrengthened herfelf to bear the agitation it muft give to 
her fpirits, by the refle£lion that it was the only eflbrt (he 
was confcious of having omitted. She took the oppor^ 
tunity of Mr. Daubeny's abfence from Bath, and hearing 
at her mother's door that ihe^ with Mrs. Mary Bamfton, 
was in her apartment above, Mrs. Meade walked up, and 
tapping at the door, Mrs. M. Bamflon opened it, and 
puihed her away inilantly, faying, ^ you ihall not come in.'' 
* I infift on feeing my mother.' " You (hall not, you 
*^ will kill her." ^ I come to relieve, not to diftrcfs her j to 
' let her fee a once-loved daughter imploring her bleffing/ 
^^ You cannot and you muft not fee her now ; fiie is ill, and 
^' has juft taken medicine; you will hurt her greatly; dp 

• 

* An anfwer was in the po(t at the time Mrs. Meade went to 
her mother's— in the old ilile of r^edlion; it was written b; Mn»Mf« 
fiamfton, but mataifefily not her compofition. ^ 



^^ pray come down, and talk with me below ; you shall 
'^ fee her another time.'* Mrs. Meade then walked down 
with her fifter to the drawing-room j '* if you will give it 
*' up now, you sluill fee her I affure you," faid her fifter. 
* When ?' "I will write to ybu this night, and fix the 
" time." * But will it be in Mr. Daubeny's pj:efence?' 
" It muft, my mother will nototherwife fee you." * Then 
f I will see her noxQ* . *^ Nay then you (ball fee her 
'^ alone,*' ' Promife me that, and I will give it up now/ 
"* I do promife,— at leail that I will do all I can for it/* 
Mrs. Meade returned immediately to her own houfe in 
the country ; and. the fan^e evening Mrs. M. Bamftoa 
fent for Mr. Daubenyfrom North-Bradley^ who came in 
fonsequence to Bath, and early the next morning Mra« 
M* Barnftoo wrote to Mrs, Meade. 

Mrs. Maht Barnston to Mrs. Msade. 

^' Dear Sifter, 
^^ My mother has appointed to-morrow or Saturday, 
^^ at one oVlock, to receive you, for the purpofe of con* 
^^ vinging you, that (he has perfectly fprgiven your 
<' paft condud, fo far as (he as a- mother has been cpn* 
^^ (Qfrnf4 in m whi?h ihe has told you pver and over 
^ ligain many yesirp ago. But if you do not come a<:cQr» 
^^ diog Xq this iH)ppiatm«nt, my mother infifts upon it 
'^ that {he may not be broken in upon in that unfeeling 
*f m^no^r in which you would have done it yefte^'d^y, 
^^ b»d it not been prevented* In cafe therefore you do 
^^ MX cpme aQ<5ording to tbil appointment, my mother 
^^ fiiys (be wiU not bf i««n. PlcAfe to f(pnd an anfwer by 
^' the bf4W* I Ml your's, in great hafte. 
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Mrs. Meade's Anfwer. 
" Dear Sifter, 

*^ I WILL wait on my mother to-morrow at the dp- 
^- pointed hour. The ftile of your letter (hews me biit 
'* too clearly the ftate of your n\ind. However I will do 
*• my part. Your affeflionate fifier, 

^^ Sept. 7, 1803. Catherine Meade/* 

On the 8th of September, Mrs, Meade, accompanied 
by her youngeft child whom her grandmother had never 
fcen, went into Bath, and on her arrival at her mother's 
houfe, was (hewn by a fervant into a room, where, inilead 
of her mother, flie found Mr. Daubeny alone. Little 
prepared for fuch a meeting, but affuming a fuitabl<3 
degree of fpirit, to the cold intimation of Mr. Daubeny, 
*^ You are to fee you mother. Madam, alone," (he replied, 
^ Am I? I am glad of it.' '^ I will let her know you are 
^^ here," faid he; and retiring for a few minutes, he re- 
turned, and again faid coldly, '^ you may walk up ftairs 
^^ now. Madam." But on Mrs. Meade's taking her 
child by the hand to conduA her to her mother, Mr. 
Daubeny delivered the child to a fervant to be kept down 
ftairs, while he accompanied Mrs. Meade himfelf to her 
mother's apartment. 

The fpirits of Mrs. Meade being. much agitated, it was 
with difficulty (he could fupport herfelf till (he reached 
the chair of her mother. She fell on her knees before 
her, and her mother, putting her arms on her neck, preffed 
her, and cried, *' Oh! my child, my dear longJoft child.' 
Oh !'^ and fell back in agonies. Mrs. Meade ov^jcooieand 
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(inking) Was led out of the room, and found hcrfdf in an 
adjoining apartment with Mr, Daubeny and a Arange 
lady^ who (he thought might be one of Mr. Daubeny 's 
daughters, not having feea them from their cbildhood. 
On her recovery and return to her mother*s room, her fitter 
Mrs, Daubeny immediately faid to her mother, *' Now, 
** Madam, fay what you have to fay, and let her be gone," . 
^ I have nothing to fay," ihe replied feebly; and oa 
Mrs* Meade's looking* cameily at her, and observing 
f how much Ihe was changed in twelve years;' (being 
deaf, very weak, and almoft blind ;) " Changed ! how 
** changed^" faid AXr^'Daubeny, *^ there is no change-'^ 
Thefe circumftances, chilling as they were, and dis- 
couraging, did not alter Mrs. Meade's determined mind; 
but fhe exprefied the mofl earned entreaties, ^ that all the 
* paft Ihould be forgot, and family peace reftored.' ^^ It 
**. depends on yourfelf. Madam ,^' faid Mr. Daubeny. '^ As 
** long as Mr. Meade has his verdift in his pocket, and 
^^ you your ftory in yoiir mouth, there can be no farther 
'* reconcilement J " with other offenfive expreflions, which 
induced Mrs. Meade to reply, ^^ that (he came there for 
^ peace, not to be infulted, nor prepared to argue.*' Mr. 
Daubeny held in his hands a pamphlet, and began along 
firing of charges and complaints, from parts hefeemed to 
have noted; and Mrs. Meade, who had previoufly deter- 
mined to coi^ne herfelf to foliciting reconcilement with 
her noother, and had no expedlation of an opponent, was 
equally unwilling and unprepared to difpute with him; 
but bearing him ufe arguments to prevent reconcilement, 
which (he knew to be unjufl^, fhe could not help pointing 
out their fiillacy,and flattered hcrfclf (agitated though flic 
was) that ihe had done it fuccefsfully io a great degree; 



although the two ftrange ladies, whom M n« Meade iiiifl^ 
gined might be her nieces, always nodded ailent to him, 
or expreffed it by ^* ceriainfyf certainly " Mr* 
Daobeny, however, continued ibifting his ground ; and 
with volubility of plaufible expreffions contriving to 
Jieep the leading points out of fight, he ftill^ urged 
againft Mrs. Meade all his old arguments, which had been 
often anfvvered. He charged Mr. Meade with cilumni^ 
Siting him, a^d ihe peremptorily denied it., 'Hepre^r 
^judiced Admiral Stanhope againft me,' iaid Mr. 
Daubeny, '^ No : the Admiral declared, on his honour, 
<^ that he never beard your name from Mr. Meade until 
^' you and your friends had put him in full pofleffion of 
** your ftory ; and then he wrote to Mr. Meade.'' ^ But 
^ you viust admit that he poifoned Dr. Falconer againft 
^ me.' ^' Mr. Meade had never feep one of Dr. Falco<« 
^^ ner*s family, when they had made up their minds on 
^^ the fubjcijk," faid (he. ' Who poifoned the Biftop of 
« Durham's mind?' ^* Not Mr. Meade," faid (he, 
^* nor ^ny of his friends. His Lordihip (ays, that '\% waa 
^^ you who iniifted on his reading your papers; which 
^^ when he had done, he thought proper to read thofe 
^^ on the other'fide, and then decided. But,'' faid Mrs. 
Meade, *^ it is unfortunate that the seal of friends is 
^'fo intemperate: there is the mifcbief. Two ladiMf 
^^ firiends of yours, having dined lately with feme neigb-* 
<^ hours of ours in the country, among whom Mr» 
^^ Meade was fpoken of with regard, thought proper to 
^^ attack his chara^r and mine with fuch invQ^kiveSf tbftt 
'^ their friend with whom they dined, unwilling to bear 
^^ it, put a flop to the fubjea altogether." « Who wars 
^ tb^ ladies ? ' U^ Mr. Daubeny, ^^ I don't know tbem^i'' 



f^ Mts. Meade; ^' they are my mother's iiext-door 
^^ neighbours, the Mifs Mafons." Spme furprize beipg 
teilified by the whole party, one of the ftrangers looked 
up and faid, ^' we muft take that on ourfeWfes, MaAOoi.'* 
A fpeech whiph it may be well imagined aftQiuibed 
Mra^ Meade. ^ 

Doring the whole interyiew^ Mrs. Bamfipn, and bcf 
ddeft daughter Mrs. Mary Bamftoni took no t)art. Mrs« 
Daubeny frequently faid that it was time her mother 
(hould have her dinner, and thai (liewouid be exhauiled; 
and whenever Mrs. Meade attempted to fpeak to her mother, 
flie ftopped her, faying, *' that fhe muft not be a^tated;^' 
and when Mrs. Meade defired to bring up her child, both 
Mr. and Mrs* Daubeny prevented it for the fame reafon. 
Mr. Daubeny, through the whole P:ene, appears to have 
a&ed with much addrefs, endeavouring to etitangle or to 
feduce Mrs. Meade into fome acknowledgment favourable 
to himfelf, by holding out to her the affe&ion of all her 
mother^s houfe as an incitepient. At one time he was mild 
and calm, at another peremptory. But the point he moli: 
laboured at was to perfuade Mrs. Meade to admit that what 
(he deposed relative to Dr. Blayney and Mr. Coham was 
£ilfe. ^f Do you want me to proclaim my&lf,'' faid Mrs. 
Meade, ^^ a perjured wretch, and to falfiiy all thofe who 
^^ bore teflimony to my truth ? " ' I never faid/ he replitxl^ 
^ what you fwore; and how could you pretend to remember 
* it?' " I could never forget it,'' (aid (be. ** Tohear, as jrou 
*' told me, that Mr. Meade^s two clofeft friends gave bim 
^^ up, was the moil alarming account I could hear. Imad^ 
a minute of it, as I had been ufed to do for many years, 
in my journal. I wrote infiantly to Mr. Cobam^ al«' 
though I had never taken that liberty before, to lAtreat 
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•* him to fatisfy my honour and my bappinefs, by fully 
*' explaining to me the grounds on which he gave up 
•* the caufc of his friend; and Mr. Coham bore tefti-' 
*• mony to this, in his laft illnefs, in a letter to my mother. 
** I wrote an^ account alfo of the circumftance to Mrs, 
*^ Gunning, and my letter liill exilts. I mentioned it 
*' alio in my letters and otherwife to my relations, and 
*^ I related it confcientioufly when examined on mjr 
** oath/' And (he added, " that (he never made any 
'^ charge againft Mr, Daubeny, nor afcribed to him mo- 
^* tives or inventions; having merely fpoken to fa As, 
'^ as fhe heard them from him, and which on her oath 
*' flie was bound to relate — that as he had told her he 
'^ heard them from others, fo (he dated. That flie did not 
imagine he would have denied it: and fhe repeated 
again and again, that having appeared in court a moft 
*^ relu&ant witnefs, fhe confined herfelf to fafts, and im- 
*' puted no motives to him, much lefs malicious ones/*' 
Mr. Daubeny then faid twice, * Mrs. Meade, mark me 5 

* I acquit you of wilful perjury, or malice of intention/ 
** Do you," faid (he; '^ then let us fhake hands, (which 
** he did ;) there can be no ground now for enmity, or 
*^ family feparation.'* ^ Ohl that depends flill on you; 
^lyou muft unsay what you have faid.' Mrs. Meade 
urged in vain the impoffibility of it. Mr. Daubeny per-^ 
fevered; and the two ladies, having unfortunately taken up 
his opinion, always agreed with him. 

Mr. Daubeny^ during the converfation, had affeftcd^ 

* that the late Bifhop Mofs, after a full inveftigation of the' 

* cafe, with all necefTary documents, had declared Mrs. 
^ Meade to be a perjured woman.' But this gave her no 
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great perfonal concern, as (he knew that his Lordfliip had 
fully and fufficiently denied the fafl:. 

But another affertion of Mr, Daubcny's, which was 
afterwards proved to be equally unfounded, filled her in- 
deed with aftoniflimentj namely, * that Dr. Blayney had 
< changed bis fentiments refpefting their caulis* And 
on Mrs. Meade expreffing furprife, and faying, " the 
" account was new to her;" he replied, * that the Do&or 
* had written to him to that efFecl very fhortly before 
^ his death/* 

The party fceming impatient to clofc the fcenc, and 
nothing farther remaining to be done, Mrs. Meade at 
length got up, and willing to leave nothing untried that 
might work upon fiflers, (he went to Mrs. Mary Barnflon^ 
ofTered her hand, and kifled her. She did the fame to her 
lifter Mrs. Daubeny ; and then went to her mother, who 
again threw her arms about her in great agitation, praying 
God to blefs her. Mr. Daubeny and the Mifs Mafoni 
walked down with her, and during the few minutes flic 
remained in the room, where (he had left her child, they 

• Dr, Blayney's widow, on hearing the ftory, wrote the following 
mote to Mr. Meade: ** It has been mfinuated, as I am told» tliat 
** there was fome change in the fentiments of Dr. Blayney, a (hort 
*^ time before his death, relative to tlie unfortunate difference be- 
** tween Mr. Meade and Mr. Daubeny; and that he expreffed as 
*^ much in a letter which he is faid id have written on the occafion ; 
** I own I feel myfelf hurt at this uncandid attempt to impute opi* 
** nions to him now, which, if it had pleafed God to fpare his iiie, 
** he would have reje<fled with indignation. He never varied in fais 
** opinion relative to Mr. Meade's caufe and conduct ; both had his 
M warmeft fppport andyapprobation, as long as he was capable of 
^ thinking and adding. Every fentiment of his heart \vas open to 
** me ; and it is but juftice to his memory to declare, that if it is 
f ' pretended that he altered his opinion on the above occatiqn, iucb 
f* fuggeftioh I believe to be utterly without foundatiop." 
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*' nnmberlefs folicitations, I once in'lwelve years made ai» 
*^ efTorl to fee my mother ; and I gave it up at that time, 
*^ as you well know, only becaufe you pledged your word 
*^ to me that I fliould fee her alone in a day or two; at^ 
*^ lead that you would do alt in your power to eSeft it. 
*' You bed know how you performed your promiie» But- 
*^ admitting it not to have been in your power, was it 
^* candid and fifterly, was it doing as you woidd be done 
by, not only to di{appoint my anxious wiilies, but to 
let me go without previous notice into the ftrange fcene 
** that was prepared for me ? In the firft room I entered 
*^ I found only Mr. Daubeny, who ftill kept up the de*-. 
** lufion, by telling me ' that I was to fee -my mother. 
** * alone/ What this meant, I cannot tclK It is true^ 
*' that when I entered the room where my mother wafl> 
^^ I thought of nothing but the errand on which I came» 
** This errand was for peace and reconcilement. Why 
^^ then was I checked, the moment I attempted, to fpeak ta 
*^ her? Why was {he not fuffered to receive a grander. 
*^ cliild, whom (he had never feen? When I looked for 
*^ tendernefs in my fifters, why, alas! did I find in them. 
tf fevere opponents, with impatience and averfion ? If 
*^ witnefles were wanting to this meeting, why were not 
^' the relations of o\ir family, our peace- making friends^ 
^^ called in ? But for Arangers to be introduced at fuch a 
" time, and on fuch an occafion, is a circumfianee that 
^^ I believe never before happened .^ for what, purpofeL 
'^ they came, they beftcan tell; perfons, \yho inthecom-^ 
<^ pany of our neighbours had already taken upoa - them 
^^ to inveigh with feverity and decifion againft us, whom 
** they had never feen. Thefe ladies had taken their 
<^ places in my mother's room, feemingtobe Ibeiff M 



If' 



APPENDIX. Sll 

*^ judges, appealed to by Mr. Daubeny on every occafion, 
^' aiid always implicitly according with him, and afking 
*^ qucftions as his advocates. In the agitation of my 
" fpirits their prefence gave me little concern; I only 
*' thought the introduction of ftrangers did not hold out 
<< a promifing afpe<3: for eSe£i:ing family reconcilement. 
*^ Yet notwithftanding all thcfe difcouragements, I had 
** the comfort of being received to the bofom of my deareft 
'^ mother, with exprefSons that are engraved on my hearts 
•' and without one word of feverity or prohibition. When 
*' a command then comes the next day under your hand, 
^^ with notice that I and my children are to be turned 
** away from my mother's door, if we ever appear there 
^' again, I proteft againft fuch a command, as not hers; 
^' as unjuft to me, inconfiflent with her condu^ and 
*' {hocking to nature. Vou iooy to convey it to me ! JTow, 
^< who reproached me but the other day with fcandalizing 
" my mother for faying that (he ever turned me from her 
" doors. No} when my mother fees and hears me, and 
^' then thinks proper to lay on me any commands, I will 
dutifully obey her. At the fame time, when I refled: 
on her age and infirmities, which naturally render 
** her dependent on thofe that furround her, who are 
^^ conftantly urging every argument againft me, and not 
'^ one word for me ; then I confider it a mercy of Provi- 
^^ dence, that fhe had kindnefs and refolution to fay what 
^^ (he did. It is a balm to my heart, which will give me 
^^ comfort while I live. As to the terms on which alone 
'' I am ofiered reconcilement, they are held out to delude, 
^^ becaufe you mud know them to be impradicable. My 
^^ oath, the folemn oath of an innocent woman, is as valid 
^^ as that of the mod facred character. You have my 
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'^ letter of last Chriftmas two years, after just receiving 
<^ the iacrament, confirmiDg it. You faw Mr. Coham's 
^' letter to my mother, written almoft with his dying hand, 
^* confirming my oath. You know too that every con- 
'^ current circumfiance cftabliflies the certainty of my 
^^ evidence ; and if it were neceflary, I could now call on 
*' two other witnefles. Yet you invite me to confefs that 
I perjured myfelf. And why ? fiecaufe Mr. Daiibeny 
denies what I related ; and his word or memory is proof 
^' enough I Is this common juftice ? He himielf had the 
^^ candour to admit that he might at times have fpnken 
^^ with heat, and with too much cameftnefs, although he 
'^ denies it in this inilance. Why fhould he expert that 
^^ I muft be thought wantonly and wickedly peijured, 
^^ rather than that his memory ihould be quefiioned ? He 
^^ might have heard this ftory as he did others, and re- 
^^ lated it to me as certain ; but finding it £dfe^ the whole 
^^ may have paffed from his memory.* Of this, however, 
^^ I pretend not to judge. I related iads; T never afcribed 
'^ motives or intentions to him, as he is too apt to do to me. 
^^ If you (hall be difpofed to addreis me in terms of 
^^ peace and good-will, I (hall be happy to forget what is 
^^ paft, and to be what a fitter ought to be; but if you 
^^ rather choofe the ftile of anger, I muft beg you to fpare 
^^ yourfelf and me the trouble of farther letters of that 
^^ kind ; for it is in vain to demand of Ine what you koow^ 
^' as well as I do, to be impoffible to be performed. If 
^^ you perfift alfo in your plan of reje£ling me. from our 
^^ mother's houfe, of continuing difunion in all our fa-^ 
'^ mily, and of {hewing to the various branches of out 
^^ connedtions, the example of unchriftian averfiou ; I do 
^' tincerely pray, that at that tribunal where you and all of 



^' US muft foon appear^ the meafure of <jOD^» dealing to 
'' you nay be difiereut from your's to me; and that He 
^' may (hew you that acceptance^ which you refufed to 
*^ your injurol fifter, C. Mbadb.'' 

In a few days Mrs. Meade received from her fifter a 
letter^ which differed little from her former, except in 
being fomewhat more uncivil and unkind. 



Mrs. M. Barh STON to Mrs. MbaI^B. 

^' Dear Sifter, Bathj Sept. 26, 180S. 

'^ Ahhough your letter b written in a ftile as might lead 
^' you to expe<^ no aufwer to it, I ftill owe it to truth and 
^^ juftice to proteft againft the grofs miirep'refentation en- 
^' tertained in it, refpe&ing what pafled at the interview 
*^ with our mother. 

^' I (hall not enter into the particulars, becaufe they 
^^ are to be eftabliftied by the teftimouy of thofe who 
^' were prefent, having been immediately committed to 
^' paper by three different peribns on your departure, and 
^^ therefore will at all times fpeak for themfelves. And 

the contents of your letter only ferve to prove how ne- 

ceffary the attendance of proper witneffes was on the 
^' occafion. I (hall only add, that my mother's orders 
^^ refpeding your not being admitted again, til] you have 
^^ done juftice to injured -characters, have been moft ab- 
'* folutely given to fill her fervants. And I (hall confider 
'^ it my duty to prevent to the utmoft the peace of my 
" mother fixiyi being unneceflarUy difturbed. As a fifter, 
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*^ I cannoi help deeply kmcnting your continuance in 
*^ wilful falilioods, I am, &c. 

'^ M. Barnston.'** 

Mrs. Meade thought proper to anfwer this letter, and 
thus ended the correfpondence. 

Mrs. Meade to Mrs. M. Baknston. 

« Dear Sifter, 

^^ After my last requeft I did hope that you would have 
^^ fpared yourfelf and me the pain of writing again in the 
^^ fame ftile ; nor can I indeed fee why you have done it 
^^ now. The morning after my deareil mother received 
*^ me with tendernefs, and gave me her bleffing, you 
^^ wrote to forbid me and my children from her houfe ; 
'^ and now you only repeat the fame prohibition with fome- 
*^ what more afperity. I do not pretend to be unafTefied 
^^ by fuch wounds from thofe who were once the deareft, 
*^ as they are ftill amongft the neareft, of my conneftions; 
*^ but I can with truth fay, that 1 feel more concern for 
^^ thofe who litter fuch infults, than I do for myfelf; and 
^^ I am fure that in charity you ought not; and asiny 
^^ fifter, you have no right to ufe the unwarrantable lan- 
^^ guage you have done, which is as far from truth as it is 
from juftice. I hope, however, that no provocation 
fliall ever draw from me any expreffion unbecoming a 

. I ■ ■ , 

^^ Chriflian. The time will come when you will certainly 
*^ wifli that you had afted more as a peace-maker, which 
" was the charafterihat naturally belonged to you on this 
^* occafion, than fuffered yourfelf to be made ufe of as a 

* To any one accuftomed to .the writings of Mrs* M. Bamfton, 
and of Mr.Daubeny, it will be plain enough -who qompofed thiy 
(hort letter.* ,'• 






APPENDIX. §45 

^^ parly in a quarrel, without reafon or provocation, I 
^^ told you in my laft letter, what I muft now repeat, that; 
^' if you wiOi to addrefs me as a fifter ought to do, I (hall 
'^ be always happy to meet you more than half way, and 
** be ready to forget all that is paft; but if you perfift in" 
^^ the fame ftile, I rcqueft and infift upon it, that youi 
^^ fpare me and yourfelf the pain of fuch unnatural cor-- 
*^ refpondence. My time is too much engaged in attend**' 
*^ ing to a pretty large family, and my health loo impor-- 
*^ tant to my children, whofe education is committed to' 
^^ me, to fuifer my peace of mind to be thus broken in' 
*^ upon. As to the meflage you give me as from my 
'^ dear mother, I reje6l it, as I told you before, as not 
^^ hers ; nor fhall I ever admit or accept any meflage as 
'^ hers, but fuch as (he delivers to me herfelf, and that 
*^ when (he is free from undue influence. Whatever 
^* commands flie may pleafe to give me under fuch cir- 
*^ cumftances, I will moft dutifully obey; but 1 proteft 
*^ againft all others. 

*' You (hould have received this anfwer fooiier, had I 
«^ been at home; but after the late fcenes which I had to 
** go through, I found it convenient both for my health 
*^ and fpirits to vifit diftant friends, and your letters fol- 
^' lowed me. Under all the treatment I have* received, 
^* I ftill fubfcribe myfelf your affeftionate but much* 
*f injured filler, C. Meade." 

Mr. and Mrs. Meade, now fenfible that no hope re- 
mained of effefting reconcilement, gave up all thoughts 
of .artber efforts, little fufpefting that this last ftrangc 
fcene would be ever quoted by their opponents But they 
foon learped with aftonifliment that Mr, Daubeny and 
his party were unufually adive to turn even this interview 
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to Mn Meade's difcredit. A ftatemeot of it was pre- 
pared, and not only fent to the family, but publicly cir- 
oulated with great indufiry; and in this ftatement every 
flep taken by Mrs. Meade was condemned, and Mr. 
Daubeny's condud. vindicated^ while ftories, in fome 
inftances ridiculous, and whiph in fa<^ confute themfelves, 
were averted with all the confidence of truth. At one 
time it was ikid, ^^ that the jury which tried the caufe was 
^^ bribed/' Again, ^^ that Mrs, Meade confeflM before 
^^ her mother and the Mifs Mafons, that (he had a£lnally 
^^ peijured herfelf at the trial;'* <^ that Dr. Biayney had 
^^ written juft before his death to Mr. Daubeny, retracting 
^^ his friendfhip for Mr. Meade;" ^^ that Mrs. Bamfton^ 
^^ by the words hng-kst child, meant lo«t, frofli- 
^^ OATB, and ABANDONED ;" ^' that Mrs. Mtade, by 
^^ aiking 'u^hether Mr. Daubeny wanted her to proclaim 
^^ herself a perjured wretch, meant that she really was 
^^ so, but that (he was unwilling to hear it proclaimed to 
^^ the world." But let thofe who would judge of this 
tranfa£tion take a general connected view of its circum- 
(binces, without regard to prgudiccd details of either party. 
Before Mrs. Meade waited on her mother, £he ftated dis* 
tin£Uy the object ihe fought, and the means (he propofed' 
for attaining it ; )ier letter has been given in a preceding 
page ; and it is hoped that there is not a fentitnent in it 
unbecoming a Daughter, a Sifter, and a Chriftian, She 
took with her her youngeft child, that once at leaft in her 
life (he might be prefented to her grandmother ! but it 
was not permitted. Mrs. Meade expefted to fee her 
mother alone ; but (he found her furrounded by hoftile 
parties and partizans. She wrote, and (he declared, '^ that 
^' (be went only to implore bleffing and peace j'' \mi no 
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lauguage was heard but of altercation. She was never 
ouce permitted to addrefs her mother ; nor was a fingle 
friend or relation of the family apprifed of the meeting; 
or (he herfelf prepared to meet a party^ which appeared 
aflembled to wound her. The pretences ufed to colour 
all this lojuftice are manifeft. The ftory of fiiihop Mod 
is diredly contradidtrd by himfelf. That of Dr. Blayney 
excited the indignation of thofe companiooa who lived 
vidtb him till his deaths bis wife and fifter^ who both O* 
prefled their indignation at fuch ungenerous miftatements. 
To vindicate a fpecial jury of London merchants fiom in 
imputation of bribery, would be to degrade them. The 
aflertion '^ that Mrs. Meade confeifed guilty*' is fuffi^ 
ciently refuted by her accufers themfelves. Thefe and 
many fimilar obfervations will probably not eiicq)e the 
reader, and will help him to form his judgment of the 
parties; nor will he overtook the open acjcnowledgment 
of the dependence of Mrs. Bamfton on Mr« Daubeny^ by 
Mrs. M. Bamfton's writing to Mrs, Meade, << that all 
^^ future correfpondence and communication between her 
*^ and her mother mud be dircded to him,* and' pafs 
*' through him.'* 

As for the Mifs Mafons, their opinion of Mr. and Mrs, 
Meade, to whom they are absolute strangers, can be 
oonfidered only as Mr. Daabeny's; and nothing could be 
more convenient for him than the zeal of fuch friends. 
ImpreGedy ad it ihould feem^ with a religious perfuaf^cin 

* *^ What you have further to fay on this fubjed muft be ad- 
** drcfled to Mr. Paubeny, who will communicate it to the family ; 
" my mother being turned of eighty-five years, and wifhing to be 
** ii .. iromtrouble/'— — Extra^of a letter from Mrs. viar> Bara* 
fton to Mrs. Meade, dated Septeinbcr $tb, i^, juft before Mxk 
Meade's iatcrryew with her niodier. 
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of his integrity and fuflerings^ they fet no bounds to their 
a&ivity in fupport of his caufe, and by fuch means an 
unhappy private family difpute is become a general fub- 
jefl: of converfation, diftraAing and dividing even friends 
and connexions. It is a (ingalar fa£t, that thofe ladies 
were ftrangers to Mr. Daubeny until nine years after his 
caufe with Mr. Meade was decided ; that is, till within 
thefe three or four years. Yet thefe new friends are the 
perfons whom he has chofen as the depofitaries of his 
family papers. To thefe is committed a trunk full of 
documents, of letters, of notes, and of fcraps, written by 
brothers and lifters in confidence and affeS-ion, without 
thoiight or diftruft, before a poflibility of difunion was 
even fufpefted ; but which Mr, Daubeny, with cold fore- 
fight and prudence, fet by, and preferved for future ufe. 
All thefe papers are arranged, noted, explained, and com- 
mented upon, fo as to anfwer Mr. Daubcny's purpofe^, 
and give to them a fenfe which fuits his wifhes. Thefe 
comments and explanations impofe on a few readers, 
whofe meaning and intention may be good, but who, in 
fupporting or juftifying fuch inflexible condu^ft, are de- 
luded into a forgetfulnefs of the weighty matters of the 
law, for the end of the commandment is charity. And 
when fuch uuchriftian difunion is feen under fuch cir- 
cumftances between a- parent and a child, and between 
other near connexions^ what a triumph is given to infidela! 
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IT is with much cbncem that Mr. Meade fees the name 
of the Bi(hopt)f Durham introduced into this difpute; 
but th6fe who applied to his Lordfliip mud anfwer for it to 
him. The firft intimation Mr. Meade had of his Lord- 
(hip's interference was in the fpring of J 793, when 
Dr. Blayney conveyed to him the following memoran* 
dum* from the Bifliop, who had received fome of Mr, 
Meade's papers from the Doftor, after having firft read 
thofe of Mr. Daubeny. 

^^ The Bifhop of Durham wiflied not to have been called 
*^ upon by either party, to give an opinion relative to the 
*' unhappy difpute between Mr. C. Daubeny and Mr. 
** Meade. The importunity of the former extorted from 
** the Bifliop a reluftant confent to read his juftification 
^^ of himfelf ; and his condu6l, on the grounds of his own 
^^ fiatement, appeared to admit of vindication. The 
^^ Bifhop having thus perufed the evidence on one fide, 
** thought it but common juftice to enquire what might 
^^ be alleged on the other. He has accordingly examined 
^' all the papers relative to the tranfaftion in Dr. Blay- 
^^ ney's poflfeflSon, with the impartiality requifite in a 
*^ queftion which involves in it the chairadcrs of refpeft- 
*' able men. The feries of letters between Dr. Blayney 
" and Mr. Daubeny, which thofe papers fumifli, im- 

prefles a convidion on the Bifhop of Durham's mind, 

* The original u in Mr. Meade's pofleiGon. 



it 



tSO AFPENOfX. 



€€ 



that the failure of the propared accommodation, pre- 
vious to the trial, was not owing to Mr. Meade or Dr. 
Blayney . He is fatisfied of Mr. Meade's innocence ; 
'^ and of the (lri6l honour and integrity of Dr. BUyney 
« and Mr. Coham." 

Mr. Meade is fttll ignorant of the charges which were 
brought againft hii^ before the Bifhop of Durham; he 
prefumes they were ferious, by their ^^ involving chU'- 
*' racier,*' and by the Bifhop declaring his coayi&ioQ of 
^^ Mr. Meade's innocence." But although his Lordihip 
ezprefled no reflexion on Mr. Daubeny, and declared bis 
opinion to be formed after a due and impartial enquiry ; 
yet Mr. Daubeny appears to have felt fo much refentmeat 
that a perfon ihould be pronounced innocent, whom Jke 
bad accufed, that, as the Bi(hop informed Dr. Blayney^ 
Mr. Daubeny would not fpeak to him afterwards. But 
in December 1798j that is, upwards of five years after- 
wards, Dr. Blayncy wrote to Mr. Meade as follows :* ^f I 
^* was at Mongewell about ten days ago, when the Bi«* 
^^ (bop of Durham told me, that he had been farprifed 
^^ with a letter from Mr. C. Daubeny, modefily defiring^ 
^^ that he, with the Archbi(bop of York, and the Bi(hop 
'^ of London, would commifiion fome clergymen to exar- 
*^ mine into the affair between him and you. The Biihop 
^^ faid that he had put by the letter without an anfwer^ 
^^ and he could not think that any other Bifhop would be 
^^ ready to take upon him the re-judging a matter which 
^' had already been determined upon in a court of law. 
<< The Biihop alfo exprefled much furpriie and indigna^ 
'^ nation at Mr. Daubeny's applying to him at ali^ after 
'^ what had passed between them" 

* The original is in Mr. Mcade'a poA^on. 
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Mr. Meade had never feen the Bifhop of Durham ; 
bat his Lordfhip having Hberatly fubfcribed to a Ixnall 
work, which Mr. Meade had tranilated into EagVifh, 
and publiihed for a French emigrant^ he waited on hia 
Lord(hip to prefent a copy to him^ and took the oppor**> 
tunity oif thanking him for thte trouble he had in his affairs; 
when his Lordihip, with much liberality^ difclaimed all 
right to thanks, faying, '^ that he bad only done by Mr. 
^^ Meade an a& of common juftice/' *Bat after a farther 
lapfeof years, Dr. Blayney, the mutual and beloved friend 
of the Bifhop and of Mr. Meade, being dead, and Mr. 
Daubeny having become diilinguifhed as a writer, his 
Lordihip was again applied to, in 1803, by Mr. Daubeny^ 
and induced to lend an ear to his ftory. And Mr. Meade 
has to lament his Lordfhip's being furprifed into a mo- 
mentary forgethilnefs of his former maxim of the juftice 
and duty of hearing both fides. But Mr. Daubeny not 
only appears to have had powerful advocates with hia 
Lordfhip; but irrefiflible flories were related againfl Mrs. 
Meade, among which was a bold afTertion, '^ that she had 
** made voluntary conjessiom of her own criminality ;** 
and another, " that Dr. Blayney had declared in Mr^ 
** Daubeny^ s favour a simri time before his death i^^ 
the confequence of which was, that the Bifhop of Durham 
was fully reconciled to Mr. Daubeny. But his Lordfhip 
at length diftrufling, as it fhould feem, his information, 
fent to Mrs. Blayney to acquaint her with the communis 
cations which Mr. Daubeny himfelf had made to him of 
the above fa^, and requefled (lie would fatisfy him as to 
the truth of them. In reply to which Mrs. Blayney con-i 
veyed to his Lordfhip Mrs. Meade's refutation of the pre- 
tended conftflioQsi and on her own part fhe afiured him. 
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** that tbeftory reliiteJ of her latehufband was abfolutely 
'^ untrue/' And as it isnow pretended that Mr. Daubeny 
only meant to convey the idea, that if theDoiSkor had 
Iwedy he would probably have changed his opinions^ 
Mrs. Blayney and Mrs. M. Blayney can teftify that Mr. 
Meade was the laft friend on earth to whom be paid 
a vifit; and the phyfician* who attended him in his lad 
illnefs^ will bear tefiiiiiony, that the fubje6): of Mr. Dau* 
beny's condu£l to Mr. and Mrs. Meade was mu^h talked 
of then in the family^ and with the fame fentiments as 
ever. ' 

The gentleman whom the Bifliop of Durham comr 
miffioned to wait on Mrs. Blayney in his Lordihip's name^ 
was a refpe£iable dergyman, who naturally was happy to 
communicate to Mr. Meade, ^* that the Bifliop of Dur- 
*^ ham, having inade enquiry refpe6ling the aflertions he 
** had heard from Mr. C. Daubeny,t expreffed himfelf 
^^ falisfied that there was no foundation for them." And 
Mrs. Blayney alfo affured Mr. Meade, " that the Bifhop's 
^^.mind was perfe6lly convinced that the ilories were 
*^ without foundation." 

The hiftory of " the pretended confeiEons** has been cx-r 
plained in this Appendix. But that refpefiiing *' Dr. Blay- 
*' ney 's change of opinion is in all its parts deferving of the 
reader's particular attention ; it being a revival of a for* 
mer method prafUfed by Mr. Daubeny to injure Mr. 
Meade, the crrcumftances of which it is necefl'ary to bring 
to the reader's mind. In the year 1792, Mrs. Meade^ 
then Mifs Barnfton, being examined in Court as a.wit-< 
uefs, ftated, that Mr. Daubeny fent for her to his houfbj 

• Dr. Falconer. 
t The letters arc in Mr. Meade's poflcffion. 



and after laying open to her all the circumftances ^^ of 
" Mr, Meade's (imputed) guilt,'* afliired her, " that hi* 
^' cauie was gi^en up by his clofeft friends Dr. Blayncyand 
** Mr, Coham, to whom an account of it had been fent/* 
But this laft ftory being proved to be an invention, and 
Lord Kenyon having particularly noticed it, as marking 
Mr. Daubeny's intentions, and as^a fadt in which tbeoe 
could be no mistake, the latter has for many years dire&ed 
his efforts to get rid of Mrs, Meade's evidence, or to in- 
duce her to give it up. But when (hocking charges of 
perjury are fo boldly made againft a religious woman, it 
as providential that (he can (lill confirm her oath by faOs^ 
At the time when Mr. Daubeny told her that Mr. Meade 
was abandoned by his friends, he was in Ireland, )and 
unconfcious of this attack on him. And although the 
fiory was (bon dropt. Dr. Blayaey and Mr. Coham dis^ 
proving it by their open fupport of their abfent £riend, 
yet for a time it made a deeper iihpre(Eon on Mrs« Meade's 
mind than any thing (]ic had heard before. After noting 
it in her journal, (he wrote dircitlly to Mrs. Guiming, 
{informing her with concern of the circumfiance ; and 
Mrs, Gunning wrote* in confequence to Mr. Meade. 
In other letters Mifs Bamfton mentioned it again to Mrs. 
Gunning; and (lie alfo wrote to Arqhdeacon Coham^ 
which (he had never before done, entreating him for her 
honour and happinefs fake, ^^. to explain diOindtly why 
^^;he had given up his; friend." Of this the Archdeacon 
bore teftimony a (liort time before hi3 deaths in a letter to 
Mrs. BamAon, written, asjhc told her^ ^^ to draw the 
^^ veil from her mind before it wa3 .tOo late;" declarij>g to 

* Thde kt£er$,are all in 1^. A^gc^'s p(>flc(rion« 
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lier that Mn. Meade's applicatioa to him was made^ 
^ with trembling and aftoniflimeat^ a year before a trial 
<^ was thought of." Mrs. Meade meotioned the circuin- 
flance at the time to her relations ni Haddon ; and (he 
went immediately to her Aunt Ravenhill to enquire who* 
ther << ihe alfo had heard it firom Mr. Daubeny." WiU 
any one believe that a woman in her fenfes would have 
done this, if (he had heard nothing on the fubjed ? In 
faft there was not one motive that could induce her to 
invent, if any one could fuppofe her capable of fucfa widc- 
cdnefs 1 But Mr. Daul)eny did not confine his infor^ 
mation on this fubjed: to Mifs Bamfton ; for his friend, 
the Rev. Mr« Hooker, told her the fame ftory, as he heard 
it from Mr. Daubeny^ and urged it to her as a weigher 
argument againft Mr. Meade. Mifs Bamfton folemnljr 
declared' the faA upon her oath, when called on for her 
^dence as a witnefsl And will any one of a ficrioiis 
mind liften to the (hocking chaige of peiywy, imputed 
to her by that perfon, who was chiefly affcAed by the 
involuntary teftimony (he bore ? Dr. Blayney afid Mr. 
Coham denied with indignation Mr. Daubeny's ufkttioo^ 
siB it refpe&ed them ; and the Judge and the Court law 
in it manifeft proofs of Mr. Dauiew/'s intentions; who 
therefore adopts the bold refource of endeavouring to finre 
himielf, by pronouncing the whole to be perjury i and 
the PROOF is^ his awn word I It is prefumed that it is 
unneceflary to make any reply lo thispr«(^ or to the 
argument founded on it I 

The above ftory about Dr. Blayney and Arcbdeaoon 
Coham was related to Mifs Bamfton by Mr. Daubenjr 
in June 1791 • And it is a fingular faA, that in Septem-» 
ber 1803^ be related a fimthur florjr^ equally unfounded. 
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of one of the fame perfons, and for a fimilar purpofe, as 
that juft ftatecL At the interview Mrs, Meade had with 
her mother in September 1S0$, Mr. Daiibeny, prefling 
his ai^uments againft her with tnuch earneftneis, not only 
made the aflertion already mentioned refpeding Bi(bop 
Mofs, which his Lordfhip has ib poiiiively denied; but he 
ventured aUTo to flate, ^^ that he had bimfelf received a letter 
*^ from Dr. filajmey, acknowledging a change in his fen* 
^^ timents favourable towards bini ; and the contrary to- 
^^ wards Mr. and Mrs. Meade«^* And on Mrs. Meade'a 
expreffing farprife, and declaring it ^^ to be new to her, 
lie added, '^ that it was very fhortly before his death. 
Mrs. Meade naturally related the circumftance to Mr« 
Meade, and to different friends; as, to Mrs. Lyte's family, 
to the Clergyman of her parifh, to Mrs. Blayney, and 
Mrs. M. Blayney, and others. But the flory was, like 
many fuch, difregaided by Mr. Meade, until Mr. Champ* 
neys, in about a fortnight, mentioned it to him iEig^o with 
much concern, as he had jufi heard it froin the two Mifii 
Mafons, who were prefent when Mr. Daubeny told it to 
Mrs. Meade, in prefence of her mother. Mr. Meade 
then confidering it a juftice to himfelf, and to the memory 
of his beloved and honoured friend, to take fome notice 
of it, declared that if fuch a letter could be produced, he 
would give up his verdict, and every thing elfe. fiut if 
the letter were not produced, (and Mr. Meade averred 
that fuch could not be produced) he ventured to pronounce 
the whole (lory a fabrication. 

Mr. Champneys, feeling a generous intereft in the affair, 
took opportunities of enquiring and converfing with the 
Mifs Mafons' on thefubjeA; and purfued it, until at length 
the whole fiory which they at firft had related with 
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triumph and confidence, was giren up altogether as a 
MISTAKE ! TVhase misiake it was^ is not mentioned. 
But the reader willobferve that the twoiA\h Mafons' having 
borne teftimony to the ftory, one was a confirmation to 
the other; as they both^ and Mrs. Meade mutually, but 
▼ery unintentionally, confirmed alfo the certainty of each 
other's account; each having feparately communicated 
the fa£t to their refpeckive friends. If any proof were 
Wanting on this fubjed^ the Bifhop of Durham fuppHe^ 
it, for his Lordfliip* acknowledges^ ^' that he also did 
^^ underftand Mr. Daubeny himfelf to have told him the 
^^ lame ftory ; that he did in consequence make enquiries of 
•^ Mrs. Bla)mey into the truth of it ; and that he received 
^^ an anfwer from her, as has been already ftated by Mr, 
*^ Meade;" that is, denying it with indignation. 

It is true that Mr. Daubeny has perfuaded the Biihop 
of Durham, that his Lordship also mistook him. But the 
fadf as related here are fufficient for Mr. Meade's purpofe, 
and the reader is left to form bis own judgment! 

* la a letter to Mr» Meade, July i8o5» 
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ON the 8th of March, 1904> Mr. Mekdfe received the 
following letter in Mr. Daubeny's writing, with 
no name to it : — 

'^ Mr. Meade is defired t6 break to Mrs. Meade 
" the circiimftanceof our good mother's death. She was 
^* fuddenly feized at dinner, sltid went off, after fome few 
^* hours' painful ftruggle, about eleven o'clock the fame 
^^ night. The family are all as well as may be expeSed. 

'^ Thurfday morning.— -Queen's-Parade.** 

In a few days the following notice came without a 
name to Mrs. Meade, in Mr. Daubeny's writing alfo : 

^^ Mrs M. Barnfton having delivered a fealed patket, 
^^ addrefled ta the Rev. Charles Daubeny and Weftgarth 
^^ Snaith, efq; purporting to be the will of the late Mrs. 
^^ BarnftoQ 5 they therefore take this earlieft opportunity 
^' of informing Mrs. Meade, that it is thetr intention to 
^ open the faid packet to-morrow morning, between 
** twelve and one o'clock, at No. 8, in the Crefeent,# 
*^ fhould Mrs. Meade wiih to attend on the occafion: or. 
^' (hould Mrs. Meade prefer it, when the will has been 
'^ proved in the Commons, they will fend her an attefled 
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^' Crcfcent, Monday morning, March 19, 1804.'* 



* Mr. Daubeny's houfe. 
s 
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Mrs. Meade fortunately declined to accept the offer, as^ 
ufelefs and diftreffingto her; although fhe did not at that 
time know, and could not fufpeS, the wounds (he mud 
have received, if fhe had accepted the invitation. 

In two or three days Mrs. Meade received the follow-- 
ing letter from Mr. Daubeny: 

'^ Madam, 

^^ WE are juft returned from paying our laft office to 
*^ your good nK>ther; and concluding it may be fatisfaAory 

to .receive intelligence on the fubjeft of her will, I take 

this earlieft opportunity of fending it. 

Your mother has direfted the refidue of her property 
^^ to be divided into four equal portions, one portion of 
^* which to be paid to each of her three eldeft daughters; 
^' and that out of the fourth remaining portion, the fum 
^^ of 8OOI. with accumulating intereft upon it from the 
*^ 6th day of June 1792, when the unhappy trial took 
^' place, up to the day of her death, (hould be firft paid to 
*^ the Rev. Charles Daubeny ; and the remaining fum 
*^ veiled in truft for the benefit of your children. But it 
** not being in my mind, to receive back more than the 
^^ faid i'um of 8OOI.; and as I ihould be forry that your 
^^ children had not a beneficial interefl in the will of their 
^^ grandmother, I have defired my brother executor to 
^^ add the fum given to me in the will, under the fbapeof 
^^ intereft, to what may remain of the fourth di vifion of your 
*^ mother*s property, to be vefted in truft for your children, 
^' according to the plan laid down in the will. And I 
^' have only to lament, that any event fhould have 
'^ rendered this diftindion in your mother's will in her 



♦' judgmeat ncceffary. Your mother's property* amounls 
^' to fomewhcre about 75001. The l^acies to 860K 

*• With best wishes /or your happiness, 

*' I remain your /kiih/ul servant^ 

" Charles Daubent. 
^* Wednefday morning, Clueen'S'- Parade, March 1804.** 

As this letter did not appear to call for an anfwer, Mrs. 
Meade was glad to be iilent. It. did not become her to 
rejed for her children what was not offered to her choice; 
and to accept from Mr. Daubeny^ as a favour, a fmall 
part of her own (bare of her mother's fortune, might be 
conftrued into an acknowledgment of the juftice of her 
being deprived of it, which Mr. Daubeny's letter infinu- 
ated; and the event juflified her fentiments, for in a 
{hort time {he received a letter from Mr. Daubeny, ia 
which was the following intimation ; 

** I fent a letter to you the other day at Chatley, the 
purpofe of which was to inform you, that my offer ia 
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* That the difpofition of thb property may be fairly xmdcrftoodf 
h fbmds thiis:~To Mrs. M. Barnfton i66«l. To Mrs. Sikes 1660L 
To Mr. aod Mrs. Daubeny 2990!. To Mrs. Meade^ notfaing; 
S170I. of her (hare bemg given immediately to Mr. Daabenyy in the 
twofumsof 8ool. and in the amount of accumulating intereil upoa 
800I. for near twelve years, and the remainder of Mrs. Meade's 
{hare, being fbmewhat lefs than looL for each child, being placed 
ID trufl for her four children ; of which truflMr.Daubeny and a friend 
of his are the truftees for nearly fixtoen years ; even this trifle re- 
turning to Mrs. Meade's (iflers, if the children die under age, Mrs. 
Meade bong indeed allowed a life interefl in the income of it, if fh^ 
(hould furvive all her children ; the youngeft of whom was not fiv« 
ye^rs old when the will was made. 

3 



♦^ favour of your children not having bef n Accepted by 
*' you, was confidercd as rejefted; and that in confequence 
^^ dire6lions had been given to carry ymir mother's will 
*^ into regular execution. 

*^ With best wishes /or your happiness, 

'^ Madam, your humble fcrvant, 

" Charles Daubeny." 

To this letter Mrs. Mesade replied as follows : 

" Sir, 

'• I HAVE to aclbiowledge your two letters. It ww 
*^ in the belief that my iiiother*s will was proved, that I 
f* defifred a copy of it, which you propofed to fend me; 
*^ and the transfer of my father's flock was of no other 
^^ importance, than as I might accept it while I remain 
** in London. To the other psprts of your letter, I ima- 
*^ gined I had nothing to reply. Your letter in March, 
^' informing me of my mother's will, mentioned that you 
'^ fhould keep the* portion of her fortune, which the will 
*^ gave to you from me; but that you {hould not take 
^' intereft on it for twelve years back, which the will alfo 

• 

'^ gave tQ you; that this laft fliould remain m the famfe 
'^ truft for my children which the will had made; and 
^^ that you had inftrufted Mr. Snaith accordingly. 'But 
^^ as neither my opinion, advice, or confeni was afked^ 
** nor my acceptance or approbation defired, as my mo- 
^^ ther's will had made a Httle truft for my children, of 
^ which I -neither knew the nature, nor names of thft 
^^^ truftees, I did not imagijoe I had any thing to fay | it 
refted with yourfelf to do as you pkafdd* 
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*^ Your letter of laft week iuforiped me of the change 
*^ in your intentions, and that you will keep all that my 
'* mother'^ will gives to you, intereft as well as principal. 
*^ Your letter of yefterday repeats the fame. I have only 
'^ to reply on this determination, as I muft have done oa 
'* the former, that it refts in your own breaft to do as you 
" pleafe. I am, Sir, &c. 

^^ Catherine Meade.'* 



In the meaii time Mrs. Meade wrote to her two fifters, 
Mrs. M. Bamfton and Mrs. Sikes, earneftly defiring a 
return of friendfhip and reconcilement, not knowing what 
cffe6l the death of a mother might have in difpofing their 
hearts towards it. 



Mrs. Meaj>e to Mrs, Mart Barnston. 

*^ Dear Sifter, March, 1804. 

** AFTER the lofs of our beloved mother, which muft 
♦^ have been particularly felt by you, I fliould be glad to 
*^ know that you are tolerably well. Let me have tho 
^^ fatisfodion of hearing it, atu} it will be a gi;Qat pleafare 
<^ to me; great indeed, if you will join with me m for-^ 
*^ getting all that i« paft, and vniting with me in lova 
^^ and friendfliip. Nothing that is iifterly and friendly 
'^ iball be wanting on ray part, for I can nev^r feel but as 
*^ a fiiler and a friend towards you. My mother fatisfied 
*^ a pequfuary difficulty ; I bow to it with duty and re^ 
*^ fpeft, for myfelf and my children. I loved and bo^ 
u ngi^ her wbca Uviag» aju4 1 vemrate b«r irnmary^ 
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^^ I hear you talk of paying a vifit to Hackney, but 
*^ have not heard when. If yOu wifh to fee me in Bath, 
^^ or if you will come out to Chatley to fee me and my 
*^ children, it will be an unfpcakable pleafure to me^ for 

J ftiall always be, with fincere regards, 

^* Your affeftionate fifter, 

^^ Catherine Meade/' 
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Mrs, M. Barnston to Mrs, Meade, 

*^ Dear Sifter, March, 1 804, 

*^ I AM obliged to you for your enquiries after my 
^^ health, which though far from well, is as I expefted it 
<^ to be, after fuch an event. With refpeft to forget- 
*' ting all that is paft, I have to fay, that though I am 
^^ not infenfiblc of the manner in which I have been 
^^ treated, yet if what pafled merely concerned myfel^ aa 
'* a fifter I feel a fufficient degree of afFeftion to pafs it all 
*^ over, for the fake of that family concord, which has 
^' always been to me moft defirable. But as a daughter 
*' of an excellent and beloved mother, I owe a duty to 
'^ her memory, which I fliall ever think myfelf bound to 
*^ difcharge, I have to lament therefore, which I fincerely 
♦^ do, that I cannot keep up connexion with a fifter, who 
^^ has been the caufe of that mother's charaSer being 
*^ groflly mifreprefented, and the peace of an harmonious 
^* family being broken. Under thefe circumftances, yon 
^^ cannot wonder that I can neither vvifli to vifit, or be 
^ vifited by you. And I muft requeft that our correal- 
^ pondence may ceafe, as a continuance of it^ I am forr^ 
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*■* to fay, can anfwer no purpofe, but that of unneceffarily 
" diftreffing me. 

" Believe me, with the fincereft wifiies for your health 
*^ and happinefs, 

*' Your affectionate fifter, 

*^ Maby Barnston.** 



Ahhough Mrs. Meade well knew, from the flile of thi^ 
letter, who was the compofer of it, yet as her fifter adopt- 
ed the fentiments of it, Ihe thought proper to give the 
following reply, 

Mrs, Meade's Anfwer to her fifter Mrs, 
Mary Barnston. 

« Dear Sifter, 

" IN my laft letter I addreffed you as a fifter to whom 
'* I had always been tenderly attached, and with whom 
^^ I never had any kind of perfonal difference. T wrote 
*^ to you, at a time when my health and fpirits were low 
*^ enough ; but yet I, could not forget what you muft 
'^ peculiarly feel on the lofs of our beloved and only 
'* parent. What an anfwer have I received ! and what 
'^ would I not give to learn that it was the effeft of fudden 
*^ anger or miftake, and that you wifhed to retraft it ! You 
^' (hould flill find me, what an injured and innocent per-> 
" fon always is, ready io forget and io forgive. But at 
'^ prcl'ent the refpeft I owe to my condition in life calls 
^* on me to fay, that I never fhall obtrude myfelf oa 9, 
^* fifter who has treated me fo unwarrantably. 
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*^ If you were poor, or if it fhould pleafe God to.re- 
^^ duce you, you fliould find in me a friend and a fiftery 
^^ with affe^ions difpofed to comfort you as far as I could. 
^^ But you are in a Hate to confer, not to receive favom*s} 
^^ and I thank God, I want none. I never fhall court 
^^ your wealth 5 and my children fliall be taught to be 
^' contented with what the affection of my poor fathe^ 
*^ fecured for them. If inftead of the few hundred pounds 
^^ which my mother's will leaves in truft for my children, 
^^ {he had, like my father, made me equal to my lifters, it 
*^ would not have added to the love I Ihall ever preferve 
^^ for her memory. Nor if (he had pafled us by altOr» 
^^ gether, would it have altered one fentiment of my 
*^ affection for her. During twelve years fhe never faw a 
^^ friend of mine. She faw me onlx) once; and then as 
'^ at a public meeting. If Ihe withheld from my children 
*^ what by nature they might have expected, it was to 
*^ make them pay money, which she thought was their 
'^ debt, although in fact neither they, nor any belo|iging 
'^ to us, had any of it. 

^^ Shocked as I am at your letter, I fhbuld not give 
*^ myfelf the pain to anfwer it, but that I (h^ll ever hold 
<^ up my hands and my voice againft fuch unjuft accu- 
^^ fations as you make. * The duty you oxve to our 
^^ ^ mother's memory will for ever bind you to keep ug 
^* ^ no connection with a sister who grossly misrepre^ 
^^ ^ sented her character.' Oh! fhame, fharpe, fifterl 
^^ retraft that feptence before it is too late; retr^A it fgr 
f ^ your own fake, I charge you, / use her ill I I fhould 
*^ fcorn to anfwer fo barbarous a charge, but to a deluded 
'^ fifter. Not one of you did or could love her more tbait 
^^ I did; ajf^d ](ier ii^lufipft xiev^r ^(^e^ xny: ^eft^. 
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^^ And dp you make her blefled memory the foundation 
" of continuing difunion ? Poor dear foul ! she could 
*^ utter only bleffiogs on me and mine. It is but a few 
^^ months fince you faw me embraced by her, and receiv- 
*^ ing thofe bleflings without one fentiment of anger ! 
^^ Perhaps you don't know, what I can prove, that she 
<^ afterwards repeatedly thanked God that she had 
*^ seen me. Tell me now in another letter, '* that I 
*^ ^ rvas always bad from my childhood P for fuch has 
^^ been afferted in your name. Tell me, ^ that from my 
^^ ^ youth I always used you like a dog !' Can you 
'^ as a Chriftian hear fuch falflioods publifhed in your 
^^ name? If you define to know by whom all this is faid, 
^^ I will tell you. What a change is this, fince you were 
^^ as a motherf to me ! But let me receive thefe wounds 
*^ as trials; and as I bear them, fo I trust they will be 
'* recorded for me, 

** I will not dwell on all the falflioods which are cir- 
^* culated; as that ' I confefled guilt before my mother;* 
'^ * that flie was unhappy* at feeing me;* ^ that it was you 
*^ ^ who invited the ftrangers into her apartment, when 
*' * {he received me;' * that Dr. Blayney renounced his 
*^ * friendfliip with us juft before his death;' and many 
** others. I am well aware that you are every day more 
*' and more weaned from me and mine by long fcparation, 

t Mrs. M. Bamfton is twenty years older than Mrs. Meade. 

• So far is this afiertion fi-ora truth, that one of Mrs. Bamfton's 
neareil relations in Bath wrote to Mrs. Meade a few days after this 
interview, to give her the " comfort of knowing that her poor 
^ ttiother appeared more tranquil and happy fince (he had feen 
<< her th^ for a long tioi« h^QjftJ' The prigioal i» ^l M»» 
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*^ Yet if your eyes (hould be evier opened to the injuflice 
** of your conduA to me, and you (hall be difpofed to 
^* addrefs me as a sister , you (hall always find me ready 
to receive you as fuch. But if you refolve to perfift in 
injurious language^ I requeft and I infitl upon it that you 
•^ will not continue to wound and infult me with fuch, 

*^ With fincerc wiihes for your happinefs, but in a 
^^ fentiment very different from that of your letter^ I 
^* remain always your affectionate fifter, 

*^ Catherine Meade/* 



Mrs. Meade wrote to her filler Mrs. Sikes in the fame 
ftile of affeAion as to Mrs. M. Barnfl^on, and her aa- 
fwer expreffed much attachment ; and it could not well 
be otherwife, for they never had a Ihade of difagreement. 
But ten days elapfing before that anfwer was given, Mrs. 
Meade was not unprepared for the refult. Mrs. Sikes 
*^ declined to keep up any intercourfe with her filler, left 
** it might feem to refleft on their mother, who had not 
'* done it." This determination of Mrs. Sikes was truly 
painful to Mrs. Meade; becaufe Ihe had always been 
affectionately attached to her^ and to all her children; and 
Ihe ever felt the fincereft efteem and fifierly love for 
Mr. Sikes. 

In a few days Mr. Daubeny wrote to Mrs. Meade tbe 
following letter : 

*^ Madam, 

*^ I received your lall letter from London, but deferred 
*^ anfwering it till my return to Bath, becaufe it diid not 
*' require an immediate anfwer. At the fame tinib I 
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'* think that (ome anfwer fhould be returned to it; be- 
f' caufe it belongs to my charafter to give a reafon for 
^^ the change of my intention on the fubjeft of your 
*^ mother's will. That intention was certainly commu- 
*^ nieated to Mr, Snaith then in Bath : he waited only 
^' my official direftions to carry it into efleft. When I 
^' communicated that intention to you, I confidered that 
^^ you had made fuch acknowledgment on the fubjefil as 
^' might conftitute a ground-work for farther conciliation 
^^ in the family, by admitting at the interview which took 
*^ place between yourfelf, your mother, two lifters, two 
^* other ladies, and myfelf, about fix months before your 
^* mother's death, ^ that you had gained a verdift for 
*^ ^ Mr. Meade by your notoriously false evidence;* 
^' concluding, however, ^ that though obliged to admit 
^^ ^ this to be faA, ftill you would never allow yourfelf to 
*^ * be a perjured woman, becaufe you had no malicious 
*^ ^ intention againft me.' The prominent parts of your 
** evidence in court were on this occafion detailed before 
^^ you, and fuch you muft remember was your conclufioa 
^' on the whole of it. To which my anfwer was, that 
*^ the diftin£i:ion between wilful falfe fwearing and per- 
** jury was too nice aone for me to find out; all that I had 
^* to do was, with the effeft of your evidence; and this, 
^^ the duty I owed to myfelf and family, called on me to 
^^ counteract, at leaft as far as circumftances would permit. 
*' To the particulars of this interview you need not be 
*^ told, that the two ladies prefent are ready to bear their 
*' moft decided teftimony. This interview having taken 
^^ place, I felt' particular fatisfaftion on the fubjeft of 
^« your mother's will, becaufe it furniflied me with an 
*^ opportunity of returning good for evil^ and of couviu<p 
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** cing you in the moft ftriking way what my difpofition 
'* towards you was. The conclufion drawn from the letter. 
•** written to you on this occafion, I flattered myfelf would 
*^ have been, that after the conceffions made on your part^ 
*^ I was defirous that the unhappy chapter, which you 
*^ muft know to be a moft difgraceful one from the be- 
*' ginning, fliould be (hut up, and no further expofition 
*^ of your charafter take place. With this idea in iny 
*^ mind, your anfwer* to my letter difappointed me. Z 
*^ ftill however entertained a hope that fecond confidera- 
** tion would place the fubjeft before you in its proper 
*^ light, and on that ground fufpended my decifion. Bu^ 
" when in a fubfequent letter to your fifter, your objeft 
" appeared to be to efface, as far as your contradi&ion 
** could avail, every true veftige of the family interview, 
*' by grofsly mifreprefenting your mother's reception j by 
" denying that you had confefled any guilt before her | 
^' by virtually confirming fuch denial, by calling yourfelf 
'^ an injured innocent perfon, and your mother a deluded 
** one; and by indireftly claiming as the natural right of 
** your children what your mother thought proper to with-- 
** hold from them, for the fatisfaclion of what flie con* 
** fidered to be a debtof juftice to the children of another 
*^ daughter, who had been deprived of a portion of their 
*^ natural right by your taking their father on upjuft' 
ground into a court; it became neceflary for me to con* 
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• Mr. Daubeny here agdn trips. How can he pretend, ** that 
** Mrs. Meade*« letter difappoiqted his ^xpedtations j" when he 
well knew that fix pionths before, when (he heard that fhe wa^ 
charged with thefe pretended confeffions, (he reje^ed and difclaimed 
them with contempt? See, in the account of the intcrvicwj Mrs, 
Meade's letter to Mfs^ M. Bamftop, ^ppendiX} lett^.C* 
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^ fidef tiot<r Tat the cfdrrying my original plan into effeft 
*^ was, under fiich circumftances, expedient or proper j 
** and the refalt of my oonfaltation with my friends at 
^^ Bath has been an united and moft decided opinion, that 
*^ confideringthc principle by which the will was evidently 
^^ didated, the' refpeS: ' due both to the memory of your 
^^ mother, and to my own charafter, demanded, as things 
** now flood, that (he will flio^ld be carried into regular 
^* execution 5 becaufe, to perfifl in carrying my original 
'^ plan into efFed, after my offer had not only been un- 
'^ accepted, but had produced fuch a bold unqualified de- 
^^ claration on your part, would have the appearance of 
at leaft tacitly admitting the truth of fuch declaration, 
and thereby pronouncing an indirect judgment againft 
^^ your excellent mother for having made a will, which, 
'^ on the ground of fuch admiffion, ought not to have been 
^* made. 

** This letter I am aware can give you no fatisfadioou 
*^ I truly lament that you have placed me in fuch a fitu- 
*^ ation, that to my mind has rendered the writing of it 
** neceffary. But I more deeply lament the circumftance 
'^ of your ftill perfifting to walk on that falfe ground oa 
" which, alas ! you have been fo long walkipg; becaufe 
you are thereby trcafuring up for yourfelf a more feverp 
repent^uice againfltheday when repentance fhall come; 
for truth muft ultimately triumph. 
*^ With the moft eameft wiflies for your welfere, and 
*^ a defire, as far as charafter will permit, to contribute to 
^^ it, I conclude in the words of your good mother, addrefled 
to yon at the clofe of the late interview, * I forgive 
' you, with all my heart; and may GoD forgive you. 
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** * and open your eyes to fee your error, that you ma/ 
*^ * return into the way of peace.** 

'* Such is the prayer of yoxxx faithful 
" Friend and Brother, 

" May 28, 1804. Charles Daubeny/' 

Mrs. Meade's Aniwer. 

*^ Sir, June, 1804. 

'* IT was but a few days ago that I faw your letter to 
*^ me of the 28th of May; Mr. Meade not having thought 
*^ proper, in the ill ftate of my health, to give mc the 
** trouble of reading it fooner. 

^* I do not know whether you expeAed an anfwer; nor 
^^ (hould I be inclined to give any, but that you may 
'^ perhaps interpret my filence as aflent to your aflertions. 
*^ The confeffions you impute to me I utterly difclaim. 
^^ Indeed, the abfurdity of thofe aflertions, and proofs 
*^ fupplied by yourfelf, are of themfelves enough to con- 
^* tradia yoii. But I truft I want no proof. I truft that 
'^ my character, my word, and my oath, are equal to all 
*^the evidence you can produce. If you had ten times 
*^ the number of witnefles of whom you boaft, I (hould 
*^ contemn them all. * / confess voluntarily to such 
'^ ^ persons, at the moment they were woundiyig me in 
** ' the cruellest manner , that my husband obtained a 
ft * verdict by my own notorious perjury I ! !* Oh ! Mr. 

* Mrs. li^de folemnly delares, and (he truils it is unneceflarf 
for her to add that ihe can and is ready to declare in the moft 
facred manner, that her poor mother made no fuch fpeech, noru^ 
tered a Syllable like it; oor indeed did fhe appear capable of iti, 
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** Daubeny, for your character and profeffion's fakc,^ draw 
^^ a veil over the whole of that interview. What bufinefii 
*^ had you there ? I explained to my fitter, and I wrote 
^^ to my mother, (to whom you probably never (hewed 
*^ what I wrote) that I only fought to throw myfelf at her 
^^ feet, and to obtain her bleffing. What right had you 
^^ to obtrude yourfelf between her and mc? I went alone, 
f^ expecting to find my mother alone. I was unprotected 
'^ and unfufpecting. Was it decent or charitable to have 
*^ a party to furprize and oppofe me at the only meeting 
^^ with her I was fuffcred to have in twelve years? And 
*^ when my child went with me to obtain, once in her 
life at leaft, ' her grandmother's bleffing, why was (he 
not permitted to fee her; but kept below flairs by 
your orders; while peifons, abfolute ttrangers to me, 
** were placed in my mother's room? perfons, whofe 
^^ minds you had previonfly inflamed againtt me, and had 
^^ worked up their prejudices to a degree of enthufiafm. 
'^ If you chofe to have witneifes, had our femily no dis- 
^^ pafiionate friends or connexions? Were no relations or 
*^ peace-makers to be found? Certainly, if I had known 
'^ your fcbeme, I (hould not have trufted my character 
^^ into fo tremendous a fituation ! As to the part of my 
'^ mother's will which gives my fhare of her fortune chiefly 
'* to you, and on which you dwell fo much, there is no 
*^ reafon why you fliould addrefs me about it. It rcfts 
*^ with yourfelf to do as you pleafe; I have nothing to fay 
'* or do. If you meant the few hundreds you fpeak of as 
'^ the price of my admitting your juliice and my own 
^^ infamy, you little know me, if you can believe that 
^^ millions would bribe me to fay what I did not think 
^^ true ; and if not, it is not likely that a trifling portion 



27€ AFFSlffDIX. 

"'of my own fortune reftored to my children eould fe- 
^^ duce me to it. The fpeech you afcribe to my beloved 
** mother, is like the confeflion you impute to me; you 
*^ know that (lie uttered not a word of it. But if (he had 
*' made fuch a one, it would only prove that (he fpok6 
" what (he was told ; as her letters (as well as thofe 6f 
*^ 'other people) were evidently written from copies. 
*^ Your endeavours to torture my expreffions into difre- 
*^ fpect for her are equally unjuft. A word of difrefpect 
** towards her, never cfcaped my lips or pctt, I loved 
*^ and honoured her when living, and. I venerate her me- 
" mory ; and I ever prayed God that the goodndii of 
^^ hfer heart, and the fituation in which ilie was placed, 
*^ might be fully confidered in her great account. Fot 
^^ feparated as (lie was from me and mine, no wondet 
^^ there was mifunderilanding. But it is time to cloISi 
*^ this unavailing correlpoodcnce : for if twelve yelnrd^ 
*^ efforts for peace have been always lo thwarted and pief- 
*^ verted by you, as only to irritate the wound whicft 
^^ fhould have been healed, what good end can now b6 
*^ expected ? When I heard you aflert before my mother^ 
^^ ^ that you had received a letter from Dr. Blayney fa- 
^^ ^ vouringyourcaufe;' and your friends the MifsMafon^ 
^^ related the fame afterwards to Mr. Champneys, and 
^^ when prefled into enquiry, gave it up as a mistaki; 
^^ what good is obtained for the caufe of truth and inno- 
^^ cence by fuch acknowledgment? My mother Wa« gone 
^^ to a better world ; and the injury, as far as it concerned 
*^ her, was irreparable. When you affert in your letter 
^^ * that you confidered that my corifessions Were to lead 
** ^ ^0 farther conciliation ;' have you forgot that the 
^^ very day after thefe pretended conS^oxn ycu yomnelf 
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'^ fcnt to me by exprefs a letter from my fifter, ^ ordering 
^' ^ me never to go again to my mother's hoiife, nor to 
'^ ^ fuffer my children to go there; for the fervants had 
*^ ^ directions to refufe them admittance ?' And when is 
*^ it that you firft exprefs * your expectations of concilia 
^^ ^ tion following my confeffions;' it is after an interval 
*^ of (\}i months, and in a letter which confirms fepara- 
*^ tion for ever. 

** Let us at leaft live in peace, if we cannot live in 
'^frjendfliip; it is the only civility that is afked of you 
'^ by your much-injured fifter, 

^^ Catherine Meade/* 

'^ P, S. I rcqueft and infift upon it that you will not 
^' trouble mc with letters, which are only channels to 
^^ convey infults, and to repeat charges which i/ou know 
*^ to be unfounded. If you have bufinefs to write on^ 
** it fliall be attended to; but nothing elfe. C, M," 
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Copy of the Bishop of LmcotN's Paptr^ 
sent to Mr. Meadb. 



SOON after I went to Batb^ towards the end of laft 
February, I called upon a lady with whom I had 
long been acquainted; and the difpute between Mr. Daa- 
beny and Mr. Meade happening to be mentioned^ (he 
afked mewhether I (hould liketoread the pamphlets which 
had been printed upon the fubje£l,as (he thou^t (hc/could 
procure them for me. I faid that I had no objection^ 
and in a day or two fhe fent me the printed trialj and 
Mr. Daubeny's pamphlet. Knowing that feveral of my 
friends had adopted different opinions relaUve to the 
conduct of Mr. Daubeny and Mr. Meade in this aflair; 
and that one in particular, whom I greatly refpected, had 
changed his fentiments on the fubject, 1 feh a defire to 
inveftigate the matter fully ; and I was confident I (hoaU 
do it with impartiality, as my mind was entirely free fron 
any bias. I did not know either of the parties perfonally ; 
but I had been informed, that both Mr. Daubeny and 
Mr. Meade were willing to (hew their original documents 
to any perfon who was difpofed to examine them : and I 
confidered the fubject to be important, as it invoWed the 
character of a clergyman who had diflingui(hed biaafelf 
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as a theological writer. It was mentioned to Mr. Dau- 
beny that I declared myfelf ready to examine into the 
fubjectj if it were his wifli that I fhould do fo : and he 
called upon roe to exprefs his readinefs to ftiew me hif 
papers for tliat purpofe. Mr, Daubeny afked me whether 
I had read the printed pamphlets ; and upon my anfwering 
that I had read the trial and bis pamphlet,, he faid it was 
proper that I (hou)d read Mr. Meade's pamphlet before I 
looked at bis (Mr. Daubeny's) papers. After reading 
Mr. Meade's pamphlet, which Mr. Daubeny dent me, I 
called upon Mr. Daubeny; and in three mornings I read 
over the letters and original documents which he bad to 
produce. Some of the principal ones I carried home 
with me, read them a fecood time, and made extracts 
from them, with fuch obfervations as occurred to me. One 
document, containing an account of the interview be- 
tween Mrs. Meade and her mother Mrs. Bamilon, in 
September 1803, had no other fignature but that of 
Mr. Daubeny, which I did not think fufficient in fuch a 
cafe. I aflced Mr. Daubeny whether the Mifs Mafons', 
who were faid to be prefent at -the interview, would bear 
teftimony to the corrednefs of Mr. Daubeny's account of 
it. He anfwered that the younger Mifs Mafon was in 
London, but that tihe elder was in Bath ; and that if I 
chofe to call upon her, I might hear what {he had to iay 
upon the fubje^ I waited upon Mils Mafon, and (he 
fliewed me a copy of Mr. Daubeny's accopnt of the in- 
terview, which he had g^ven her foon after it took place. 
I aflced her whether (he and her filter confidered that ac- 
count as correft ; ihe anfwered, ^^ perfc£tly corred.'' 
She then (hewed me an account of the iSune interview, 
drawn up and figned by bcr fitter immediately after the 
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interview, and before (he faw Mr.Daubeny*s account of 
it; which agreed with Mr. Daubcny's account as nearly ai 
Tiarrativts of the • fame converfation by different perfons 
Can be cxpefted to agree, differing in no one material 
point, each containing fome things omitted by the other, 
but remembered by all the perfons prefent when men- 
tioned to them. Thus far I had confined myfelf to ori- 
ginal documents, and had taken nothing upon the autho- 
rity of Mr. Daubeny only ; but the night before I lefl 
Bath, Mr. Daubeny fent me two papers,of confiderable 
kngth drawn up by himfelf, the one containing a detailed 
account of what had pafTed between Mr. Meade and 
himfelf,- and his family, from the time of the death of the 
firft Mrs. Meade till after the trial, addrefled to Dr. Blay- 
■ney, but never feht to him; and the other a reply to Mr. 
Meade's pamphlet, which was never publifhed ; with per- 
miffion to carry them to Lymington. The evening 
before I left Bath, I wrote a letter to Dr. Randolph, of 
which the following is a copy : 

, "Rev. Sir, 

" I came to Bath about three weeks fince a perfect 
*' flranger to Mr. Daubeny, but I was induced to avail 
*^ myfelf of an opportunity which presented itfelf of exa- 
*' mining the letters and other documents in his polTeflion, 
" relative to the difpute between him and Mr, Meade. 
•' I think it due to Mr, Meade that he fhould be ihfisrmed 
^^ that I am equally ready toexamine any original papers 
^^ whidi he may have upon thir fubjeft. And asr I un- 
^^ deriland that you are a friend of Mr. Meade's^ I take 
^^ the liberty of requefting you to communicate thisinfor* 
*' imfhn to him, I (hould have been very gldd to hav4 
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'* had fome convcrfation with you upon this bufinefs, biit 
" I did not finifli Mr. Daubeny's papers till yefterday, 
** and to-morrow I am under the neceflity of leaving 
^' Bath. I fliall pafs the next fortnight at Lymington, 
'* and from thence I (hall go to London^ where I expert 
** to remain till the end of April. 

*^ I am, 8cc. 

« G. Lincoln." 
" Crefcent, Bath, 

« Sunday Evening, March 17, 1805." 

In confcjjnence of this letter, Mr. Meade font iji^^fR 
papers to Lymington, and they arrived befifr^l nad reaJl 
Mr. Daubeny's two pLi^ers mentioned above. I read atl 
Mr. Meade's papers firtt, and then I read Mr, Daubeny'is 
two papers, which concluded the whole bufinefs. 

I flatter myfelf that no inveftigation could have been 
carried on with greater impartiality, or in a manner Icfs 
likely to produce prejudice or hafty opinion on either fide. 
I proceed to ftate the refult. 

A great deal of extraneous matter has been int]9>duced 
into this bufinefs; but in dating my opinion, I {hall con- 
fine myfelf principally to the evidence given by Mifs (Si- 
thcrine Bamfton, now Mrs. Meade, upon the trial whrcn 
took place June 6th, 1792. Upon that occafion Mifs C. 
Bamfton fwore in court, that her mother had given her fuO 
and free confent to her marrying Mr. Meade; but that in* 
confequence of what Mr. Daubehy (hted to her, (Mifs C. 
Banifton) in a converfation on the 28th of June, 1791, 
refpe£ting the will of the former Mrs. Meade, Mr. Dau- 
beny's filler, flie had hitherto been prevented from marry- 
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ing Mr. Meade; that fuppofing Mr. Meade's chara&ar 
bad not bc^n attacked refpefting the will^ {he (hould un- 
doubtedly have married him ; that the converfation (be 
bad with her brother-in-law Mr. Daubeny tended to 
confirm her fufpicions; and that after what Mr. Daubeny 
faid rcfpeding the will^ the matter had never been cleared 
up fatisfa£toriIy in her own mind. This account of Mifs 
C. Barnfton's evidence is taken from the printed trial, 
and it agrees in fubftance with the minutes made by Mr. 
Daubeny's counfel upon their brie&« at the time Mifs 
Bamllon gave her evidence in court. In confequence of 
this evidence, the jury gave a verdift againft Mr. Dau- 
Wiiy, with 500l. damages; and found that the marriage 
was loft in confequence of the words fpoken by him on 
the SSth of June, 179 Ij and that Mifs C. Bamftdn had 
not made up her mind till they were fpoken. 

I (hall endeavour to prove, firft, that Mrs. Bamfion 
never did give her full and free confent to her daughter's 
marrying Mr. Meade; and, fecondly, that even allowing 
Mifs C. Bamfton's account of the converfation, which fbe 
fays paflcd between herfelf and Mr. Daubeny on the 28th of 
June, 179 1 5 to be accurate, that converfation did not pre- 
vent the marriage. In proof of thefe propofitions, I fliall 
quote extrads from' original letters and other authentic 
do<ftiments which I myfelf faw. 

Mrs. Barnfton, in a paper figned by herfelf, and dated 
June 10th, 1792^ a few days after the trial, made the fol- 
lowing declaration: — ^^ Whereas my daughter Catherine 
^^ has thought proper to fwear in a public court that flie 
'* refufed to marry Mr. Meade in confequence of prejudice 

taken againft him from a converfation with her brolhevy 

the Rev. Charles Daubeny^ my fon-in-lawj m ihe 
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<^ month of June laft^ 1791 ; and that previous to the fdd 
*' converfatioD^ (be had obtained my full and free c^nfent 
^^ to the connexion; and took feme puns to convince the 
^^ court that I was ready and definms of recdving Mr. 
^' Meade into my family, and that the only obje£don to 
'' the match taking place arofe from the improper inter- 
*< ference of my Ton- in-law ; in confequence (^ which the 
<^ court determined, that the fum of MX)I* together with 
^^ cofts, ihould be paid to the fame Thomas Meade, by 
'' way of compenfation for the delay of his intended mar- 
'< riage:— IMaryBamfton, mother of the above Catherine^ 
*^ do therefore hereby moft folemnly declare, that had I 
appeared in court, I muft, in juftioe to my fon-in-law^ 
as well as tomyfelf, have given the following teftimony 
^^ in dire A contradiAion to that of my daughter above- 
^* mentioned. In the firft place, I folemnly declare that 
*^ I never did fee Mr. Meade in that light as to wi(h to 
'' receive him in the chara£lerof a fon-in-law; and that I 
^^ had at different times exprefled my dilapprobation of 
'' fuch a thing before my daughter's return to England, 
when the fubjed; happened occafionally to be intro* 
duced in converfation ; having always had a great ob- 
jection to an Irifh connexion, and no partiality to Mr. 
^^ Meade. On my daughter's return to England, when 
^' the matter was firft mentioned to me in her prefence, 
'^ I immediately exprefled my ftrangeft difapprobation of 
^' it, before any thing had been mentioned relative to the 
^^ manner in which the bufinefs had been carried on, tell- 
'* ing my daughter, that if I had thought it poffible for 
'< her to like an Iriihman, and fuch a man as Mr. Meade, 
<< I (hould certainly have written her a letter to have 
«' guarded her againft him. That Ae day after I told 
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'^ Mrs. Gunaing that I could not by any means confetit 
*^ to Mr. Meade's coming to the houfe; and that in a 
^^ few days after I lold Mr. Meade himfcif, that I nei-^ 
^^ ther did, or ever iliould, approve of the bufinefs. That 
my daughter did at diiTere/it times prefs me on the 
fubje6l^ but that I never did at any time^ either dire£l)y 
or indireflly^ give my full and free confent to the bufi- 
nefs; fo far from it^ that I told her over and over again 
'^ that (he'muft do as (lie pleafed^ but that I never could 
^' giye my confent j that on her at length afking me whe- 
'^ ther> if flie married Mr. Meade^ I ^yould receive him 
*' as a fon-in-la\y, my anfwer was. Certainly, my d«ar; 
y if you marry him, I muft receive him: but this I eon* 
'* fidered as a matter of neceffily, not of choice, my 
*^ daughter in this cafe giving me no option; and this my 
daughter could not be ignorant of, having had the matter 
fully explained to her. That my daughter in confequence 
gave up Mr. Meade in July 1790, and tlie matter was 
^' declared to be at an end ; that (he afterwards gave him 
*' up a fecpnd time, in a more formal and decided man-^ 
ner, in the month of January 1791^ on her return from 
Haddon, telling me that (he had given him up for my 
happinefs. And that after fuch decided condu^, and fo 
many repeated declarations on the part of my daughter^ 
refpedling^ having entirely given up Mr. Meade, I 
'' could nftlfcppnceive it poffible that flie meant to carry 
*^ on thejanaXij till Mr. Henry Sawbridge came commif- 
** fioneic^jrom my daughter, in the month of January laft, 
^^ to inform me tliat Ihe was determined at all ieyents to 
" marry Mr. Meade. I do moreover folemnly declare, 
" that my objcftions to Mr. Meade had nothing, to do 
*^ with his late wife's will, upon which I never hieard my 
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^' fdn in-law give any decifive judgment, and upon which 
** I never formed any opinian, as my daughter has been 
*^ frequently told ; but that they were derived from Mr. 
^' Meade's couduci abroad^ and to myfelf £nce his return, 
^^ \'k. Meade having folemnly promifed me, on the word 
^^ of a gentleman and a Chriilian, with bis hand on bis 
f ' breatt, that he never would carry the affair on, if it clid 
^' not nx'et with my full approbation; and after being told 
^' by nic that it neither did, nor ever would, meet with ii, 
** at the fame time when I had left the room, having per- 
*^ fuaded my daughter to continue a correfpoodence with 
*• him. I do moreover declare, in juftice to the character 
** of my fon-in-law, which I confidcr as having been 
*^ bafely afperfed on thisoccaiion, that fo far from making 
*' ufe of any influence to prejudice my judgment refntdt- 
'^ ing Mr. Meade, hedeiired me in the beginning of this 
^' affair to pay no attention to the difpute between him 
'' and Mr. Meade, but as a mother to judge what was 
*^ beft for my daughter's happinefs. Such muit have been 
*^ the evidence which I fliould have given upon oath, bad 
^^ I appeared in court ; being fully convinced in my own 
mind, that the yerdici which has been obtained againft 
my fon-in-law is founded upon the grofllft mifrepre- 
*^ fentation of fa&s; and that my fon-iu-law has been 
^^ mofl grofsly deceived, and moft bafely treated, both by 
^^ Mr. Meade and my daughter in this bufinefs. 

(Signed) " Mabt Babnston, fen.* 

**Junc 10th, 1:92/' 
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The following is the copy of a letter vmtten by Mrt. 
Barnflon, to her brother Henry Sawbridge, efij; June 
nth, 1703. 

«* Dear Brother, 
^' MY family is now brought to fuch a fituadon that I 
*^ cannot pafs it by luinoticcd. My daughter's conduft 
^^ (hocks me, and, I muft think, furpriies you. I hear 
^' (he has fwom in court, (he had my full and free con- 
*^ fent ; ihal had it not been for her brother, I (hould have 
*' received Mr. Meade moil gladly. I told my daughter^ 
*' in my laft letter to her about three weeks ago, if God 
*^ would enable me, I would have gone into court to have 
*^ appeared againft her, and had I been there, I fhould 
'^ have declared this to have been the greateft falfehood. 
^' She never did at any time receive my confent— my 
'^ objections have increafed, the more I became acquaint- 
'^ ed with his condu£t. I now think my daughter and 
^^ Mr. Meade have ad:ed a deceitful and bafe paft; for 
** when a fifter goes into a court to fwear downright falfe- 
'^ hoods for the fake of injuring abrother, who I am con- 
*^ vinced loved his lifter but too well, to me nothing can 
^^ be more {hocking. Sorry am I to think the fapport 
** which Kitty has received from fome branches of your 
^^ family, has helped to lead heron to the prefent dreadful 
*' extremity: of this I am the more convinced^ when I 
^' hear your fon Henry fliook hands with her in the court 
'^ when (he had fiuiflied her evidence, when he muft have 
^^ known flie had fwom falfely, as he cannot but remem- 
^* ber his errand to me from my daughter in January laft. 
^^ That my daughter fliould, in fpite of all entreaties^ facri- 
<^ fice the comfort of her family, and her own character^ 
'^ in the manner ftie has done, is fo fhocking to me^ that 
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** uiy only comfort now depends on driviiig the fubjeet 
*' from my mind. Tbtnk God, I hare fomc children 
'^ left, whofe duty and affection will make me fome amends 
*^ for the daughter I hare loft. May yoa^ dear brother, 
*^ ne9&t feel what I have felt, is the 6ncere prayer of your 
^ aflbctioQale and diftrefled fider^ 

« M- Barnston." 

Mrs. Bamfton holds the {ame language in a letter to 
Mr. Gkxldard, of which the following is a copy, dated the 
lame day, June llth^ 1792. 

«' Sir, 

'^ I DID not expeft that a firiend of Mr. Bamfton, 
'^ and as I thought of myfelf, would have fupported a 
** daughter of mine in opp:)fition to her mother, and en* 
*^ couraged her to diftrefs her family by expofing herlelf 
'^ in a public court This is a fubjecl, which didrefled as 
^' I am, I can fay but little ; but in juftice to niyrdf, and 
'* particularly to my fon*in-law, who I (hall ever think 
^^ has been moft bafely treated^ I muft fay fomething. 
'* My daughter took upon herfelf to fwear die had recei- 
^^ ved my foil and free confent^ and took pains to convince 
^^ the court that I had no objections to her connection 
'^ with Mr. Meade : had I been in court, I (Iiould fo- 
^ lemnly have declared this to have beep tL^ greatcft falfe- 
'^ hood. She never did at any time receive my confent ; 
^' and my objeAions have more increafcd, the more I 
'^ became acquainted with Mr. Meade's conduct. I now 
*^ think both Mr. Meade and my daughter have afted a 
'' dcceitfol^ diOionouraMe^ and bafe part. I told my 
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♦' daughter, in my laft letter three weeks ago, if God 
<^ would enable me, I would have gone into court to 
*' have appeared againft my daughter; for when a fifter 
*' goes into a court to fwear downright falfehoods for the 
*' fake of injuring the charafker and fortune of a brother, 
^^ the cafe mufl: be bad indeed; to me nothing can be 
*' more (hocking. You, Sir, having heard only my 
** daughter's ftory, and not choofing to hear any other, 
*^ mull be left to your own judgment. My mind is 
•* fixed. T approve of my fon-in-law's condud:, as much 
" as I difapprove of my daughter's. My daughter's and 
'^ Mr. Meade's mifreprefentation will never hurt him : 
*^ As to myfelf, thank God, I have other children, whofe 
^^ duty and aSeftion I can depend upon. Should Mrs. 
*' Goddard ever become a widow, I have only to hope 
'' (lie will never be treated as I have been. 

*^ I am. Sir, your obedient, humble fervant, 

^* Mart Barnston. 



*' I beg you will fend me no anfwcr, as I wifli to rid 
the fubjedl from my mind." 



The above two letters to Mr. Sawbridge and Mr. Godr 
dard were written, immediately after the trial, by Mrs. 
Barnfion from Bath, before Mr. Daubeny returned from 
London. 

Mrs. Barnfion, in a letter, dated December 29, 1797^ 
to Mr. Coham, a friend of Mr. Meade's, who endeavoured 
to efie£i a reconciliation, writes tfius^ as quoted by Mr. 
Meade, page 41, No. I. of his papers ;— . . 
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her confent^ but he ipfinuates that it was in confequence 
%>{ her being prejudiced againft him by Mr. Daubeny : 
upon this point Mr. Daubeny makes the following de- 
claration :— *^ Sooa after our return from the Coutiueiit 
^^ in 1790, and feme days before Mr. Meade came to 
^^ Bath, I particularly defired Mils C. Barnfton to tell her 
^^ own ftory to her mother, as being that degree of cou- 
'' fidenoe which her mother had a right to exped from 
^' her; and I expreffly told her that I was unwilling her 
^' mother (hould hear any thing upon the fubje^l from 
'^ any other quarter. With this view I took the elder 
^^ fifter with us into the country, and Mifs C. Bamflon 
^' was left alone with her mother fcveral days. Mifs C. 
'^ Bamfton however did not mention the fubjeiSt to her 
^^ mother. Soon after our return, Mr. Meade arrived at 
^* Bath ; he came to breakfaft one morning at Mrs. Barn- 
'^ fton's, and upon taking his leave, Mrs. Barnilon aikcd 
'^ him to come and dine. After he was gone, and when 
'^ all the family were at the table, I obferved to Mrs. 
'' Bamfton that fomething had paifcd between Mr. Meade 
^' and Mifs C. Bamfton abroad, but that the matter was 
^^ at an end. No particulars were mentioned to prejudice 
'^ Mrs. Bamfton, but (he immediately fpoke to her daugh- 
^' ter on the fubje£t, in the manner exprefled in her de* 
^^ claration. This was the firft MP.e that any thing was 
^' faid by me, or to my knowledge and belief, by any per- 
^^ fen, to Mrs. Bamfton on the fubje£l of Mr. Meade; and 
^' Mrs. Bamfton appeared to receive the idea relative to 
'^ any thing having pafled between her daughter and Mr. 
'* Meade as perfe&ly new to her mind. Mrs. Gunning 
'^ came the next morning, but I had faid not a word 
** more to the mother on the fubject." 
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Mrs, M. Barnfton attefts the truth of this declaration^ 
as far as concerns her going into the country with Mr. 
and Mrs. Daubeny, leaving her fifter alone with her mo- 
ther, and the converfation which paflcd after thetr return. 

In page 16 of the fame paper, Mr. Meade, infpeaking 
of Mifs Barnfton's defire to fee him at her mother's houfe 
before he went to Ireland, in Auguft 1790, after be had 
been rejected, fays, '* Mr. Daubeny ufed every pofiible 
*' means to prevent Mr. Meade's'being received, butMifs 
*' Barnfton, for the firft time, oppofed him with fuccefs : 
*' (he told her mother that having given up her inteiltions 
*^ of marrying, ftie had done full as much as fhe could 
^' afk of her ; and if Mr. Meade was refufed admittance 
*^ into her houfe aftqr that, fhe was refolved that (he would 
^^ go to him, and prepared to do fo." An interview did 
take place between Mr. Meade and Mifs C. Barnfton at 
Mrs. Barnfton's iioufe, as mentioned in Mrs. Barnfton's 
declaration. Mr, Daubeny denies that he made any ob- 
jections to Mr. Meade being received ; and the reft of the 
family recollect that nothing of this kind was urged by 
Mr. Daubeny. The only objeftion made was by Mrs. 
Barnfton herfelf, who wiftied to prevent the interview, left: 
it ftiould agitate her daughter too much. Mifs Barnfton 
was really prepared to go to Mr. Meade at the inn; and 
to prevent that impropriety, Mrs. Barnfton confented that 
Mr. Meade ftiould cooie to her houfe. 

It only remains upon this head, that I add a paifage 
from a letter of Mrs, Meade to her mother, dated in 1796, 
taken fi-om page 3, No. II. of Mr. Meade's papers : .^^ If 
*^ I acknowledged that you once confented to my marryihg 
*^ Mr. Meade, and defired me tQ perfuade Mr. Daubeny; 
'^ do I really for this dcferve to be publicly chai^d nfrilh 
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^ the dreadfal crime of peijury ? That ybu forget il, I 
*^ am perfuaded. Why will you not have equal ihdul-^ 
'^gencefor me?" It is highly improbable that fuch 
cohretit> if ever given) (hduld have been forgdtt^n by Mrs. 
Bamfton ; it woiald naturally have been communicated 
to the relations and firiends of the parties ; but no Evi- 
dence was produced OH the trial, nor is any brbught 
forward in Mr. Meade's pamphlet or papers^ to pro^^e that 
fuch confent was ever given, or even fu{5pofed or under- 
ftood to be given. Had fuch evidence exifted, Mr. Meade 
would not have failed to produce it, as it would have beeij; 
very material to his caufe. Bcfides, if Mrs. Barnfton did* 
give her full and free confent, why did not the marriage 
take place ? The former Mrs. Meade had been dead at 
Icaft two years, .when the confent is faid to have been 
given ; Mifs Bamllon was then more than thirty years 
old ; her father Was dead> aiid flie was in pofleffion of an 
independent and confiderable fortune ; and it is not even 
pretended that in the year 1790, there was any other 
impediment. 

Upon this ground, and i^roih the above accumulated 
teftimony ftill remaining in the hand-writing of Mrs. 
Barnflon, Mrs. Meade, and Mr. Meade, I cannot but 
conclude that Mrs. Barnfton never did give her full and 
free confent that her daughter fhould marry Mr. Meade. 

I now come to the other part of Mifs Bamfton's evi- 
dence, in which (he fwore that certsun words were fpoken 
to her by Mr. Daubeny, on the 28th of June, 1791, and 
that thofe words caufcd her to detcnnine not to marry 
Mr. Meade. This converfation is faid to have palled be- 
tween Mr« Daubeny and Mifs Barnfton only, no third 
perfon being prefent ; and confequently it is iropofllible 



to bring a&y direSt ptt>of tbtt Ifaefe words were not fpoken ; 
but it may be proved that this wordd, if fpoken^ did Dot 
produce the tffeSt which Mifs Bamfton fwore they did 
produce^ namely, the preyention of her marriage with 
Mr.. Meade* 

. The firft proof of this is contained in the teflimoniea 
which have been already brought forward, for it has beea 
ihewQ, that Mifs Bamfton declined marrying Mr. Meade 
in Augufi, IT 90, and again in January 1791, becaufeher 
mother .refiifed her confent; and confequently this con-, 
veriation, which is faid to have pafled in June 1791^ did 
not prevent the marriage. 

The folbwing extra£t from a letter of Mifs Barnfton to 
her fifter Mrs. Daubeny, dated Auguft 1791, proves thai 
the fuffHclOna about the will were fubfequent to Mifs 
Bamfton *s reiliial of Mr. Meade, and confeqiiently could 
not produce it : '^ I wifhed^ you may be fure, to acquaint 
^' him of the fufpicion3 fo injurioua to his character, 
^f and to have them cleared, as they were mining htm in 
*f every body's eyes, without his having an Opportunitjr 
^ of defending himfelf. When I heard that be had been 
'^ told of them, I was moft anxious to acquaint him th^y 
^^ did not come from my brother, and I determined to do 
^'^ fo, and to make him fend me his account of things. I 
•^ got Henry Sawbridge to receive fome letters for me on 
^^ this fubje& ; becaufe I thought that as the matter was 
^^ clofed between my mother and I, ftie would not like to 
^^ fee letters coming from Mr. Meade.** 

That the converfation faid to have paifed on the 98th 
of June, 17919 did not injure Mr. Meade in Mifs Bam- 
ftpn's opinion, and confequently did not prevent the 
man'iage, is evident from the following paflage of a letter 
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fifMn Mi(k Barnfton to her fifter Mrs. Daubeny, dated 
03:ober BAth, 1 791 : ^' I find, what every one elfc it feems 
'^ finds alfo, that the fun at noon-day is tiot clearer than 
'' his innoceace, bis honour, and his integrity ; and the 
'^ more it it enquired into, the more it will appear — fo 
f^ you will excufe me in thinking him ftill, what I ever 
'^ did think him, every thing t wifli and defire in a 
^ hufband." 

• How could Mifs Bamflon fweai^ that the fufpicions 
excited by Mr. Daubeny, concerning Mr. Meade's cha- 
racter, prevented her marrying him, when four months 
after the fuppofed converfation, (he fays, that (he ever did 
think Mr. Meade every thing (he wiihed in a hufband ? 
Is it poffible for thefe two declarations to be reconciled ? 
Or how could flie fwear, that after what had been faid by 
Mr. Daubeny refpeCting the will, the matter had never 
been cleared up fatisfadorily to her mind, and therefore 
Mr. Meade was given up by her; when flie aAually fent 
her coufin, Mr. H. Sawbridge, to Bath, in January 1792, 
to inform her mother, that fhe was determined at all 
events to marry Mr. Meade ? This was noticed in Mrs. 
Banifton*s declaration fubfequent to the trial ; and it is 
alfo mentioned^ with other important circumftances, in 
tho following paper figned by Mrs. Barnfton and hereldcfl 
daughter Mrs. Mary Bamflon, and attefied by two wit* 
neffcs, and fent to London from Bath, with the hope of 
its being ufeful to Mr. Daubeny upon the trial, but it did s 
not arrive in time to be produced : 

^^ MRS. Bamflon affirms that Mr. Meade was confidered 
<^ at abfohitdy given up by Mife Barnfton on her return 
^ from Haddon^ long before thefe fuppofed converfatioM 

u 9 
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*^ betw^een her and Mr. Daubeny took place; MifsBamftoti 
^^ having pofitively alTured her motlier and friends to this 
^^ efle£l; as a confirmation of which, fliebumtMr. Meade's 
/^ letter, in anfwer to the one (he had written to him con* 
^^ taining her decided refufal; her mother faying to her upon 
'^ the occafion, after fhe had read to her Mr. Meade's letter, 
*' ^ Now, my dear, the bufinefs is quite at an end, I would 
^•' ^ advife you to put that letter behind the fire ;* to which 
*^ MifsBamfton replied, * If you think fo. Madam, with 
^^ ' all my heart \' fhe immediately put the letter into the 
^^ fire. The whole family drew one uniform concl^fion 
'^ from it, namely, that the affair in queftion was com- 
*-^ pletely at an end. Mrs. Bamdon had no idea to the 
'* contrarj^, till Mr. H. Sawbridge came' in the month of 
*^ January laft to inform her from her daughter that fhe 
^^ was determined at all events to marry Mr* Meade« 
Mrs. Banifton moreover fays, that her objc£lioas to 
Mr. Meade had nothing to do with the will bufinefs ; 
^^ and that Mr. Meade was entirely, as flie judged from 
^' her daughter's declaration, given up before the will 
^^ bufinefs was ever brought upon the carpet^ and that 
therefore Mifs Bamfton never was fuppofed to, nor could 
flie poffibly, have given up Mr. Meade on account of 
^^ his chara&er on the fcore of the will bufinefs, as fhe 
^^ pretends to fay; but that after fhe had decidedly given 
'^ him up on another account, fhe made the flory of the 
^^ will bufinefs an excufe for entering into a firefh 5X)rref* 
^^ pondence with him, and taking him up again; and 
^^ now lays the whole objection to Mr. Meade on that 
*' fcore, which had nothing to do with the original 
<^ idea upon which Mr. Meade was given up,* No^^ 
^^ thing therefore that has been laid upon that (ubjcd hxs 
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'^ weighedi Mrs. Bamfton fap^ in her mind ; her opinion 
" of Mr. Meade being fully formed from his conduft 
^' abroad^ and to her iince his return to England. She 
" likewife fays that her opinion has been formed upon 
^^ her own deliberate judgment, Mr, Daubepy havin?, in 
'* a converfation with her in the beginning of this sAair^ 
*' expreffly defired flic would judge for hcrfelf, and to con- 
^* fult the beft for her daughter's happinefs^ and not to 
" pay any attention to the difference between him and 
*^ Mr. Meade. And that (he never heard, in the many 
^^ confidential converfations that have paffcd in the family 
^^ upon this unfortunate fubjeA^ any expreilion drop from 
*^ Mr. Daubeny, that tended 10 imprefs her with the idea 
'^ of Mr, Meade havuig been guilty of perjurj', forger}-, 
** or felon V. 

^^ Mrs. Mary Pamfton confidered Mr. Meade as 
•* abfolutely given up, long before the cgnverlations 
*' alluded to took place; die confirms what Mrs. 
** Barnfton has faid refpeAing the Rev. H. Sawbridge's 
** vifit, for the purpofe of declaring Mifs Bamdon's 
*' mind to her mother: fhe alFo fays, that in the 
^^ many confidential converfations that have pafled on 
'^ this fubjec-t, (lie never heard any expreffion from her 
*' brother that tended to imprefs her with the lead idea of 
*^ Mr, Meade's having been guilty of peijury, forgery, or 
'^ felony. Each of the abov^ evidences declares more* 
*^ over, that they never heard one fyllable drop from Mr. 
•' Daubeny, nor any hint given by him at any time, 
** wliich ltd to a fufpicion of the credibility of the wit- 
'^ nefles to Mrs. Meade's will; nor did they ever hear him 
^< lay or intimate that Mrs. Meade's maid had been tarn* 
** percd with, nor do thcj- believe, from the maimer in 



f9* AFPBirOIX. 

^^ which Mr. Daub«ny has talked upon th« fubjeAj that 
<< toy fuch idea was ever eatertained by him. 



(Signed) '* Mary Barnston^ the mother. 
^' Maby Bahnston^ jun. 

<' Witaefs, Thomas Sikbs^ Clerk^ 
^' John Pound." 

UpoQ th« (aine paper was the following declaratibtt 
from Mrs. Rav^nhill^ filler to Mrs. Banifton: 

*^ MRS. Ravenhill affirms that the chief purport of the 
*^ converfation that took place at her houfe^ (in the fum- 
" mcr of 1791) turned upon Mr. Daubeny'spreffingMifs 
'^ Barnfton to determine with hcrfelf what (he meant to 
^' do with refpeft to Mr. Meade, both for her own fake as 
*^ well as her friends ; but upon this head no fatisfa6tory 
*' anfwer could he obtained from her, Mrs. Ravenhill 
*' has not the leaft recolleftion of any thing being faid 
'' upon the fubjcA of the will bufinefs at the time; and 
^^ is very certain, that at no time (he ever heard Mr, 
^* Daubeny fay, or even intimate, that Mr. Meade was 
*' guilty of perjury, forgery, or felony, though fhe has 
** had frequent converfations with him upon the fubjeft; 
^^ but that what chiefly pafled between them at different 
*' times related to Mr. Meade's behaviour abroad and to 
*^ Mrs. Barnfton, and the inconfiftent conduck of Mifs 
'^ C. Barnfton. 

(Signed) " E. RavenhilIv" 

The above declarations of Mrs. Barnfton, Mrs. Mary 
Barnfton, and Mrs, Ravenhill, were drawn up at Bath, 
while Mr. Daubeny was in town. 



APPENDIX. 295 

Mm. fiam^m (omt weeks before the trial wrote to 
Mifs Bamfton thus : ^' I am furprifed you (kould bring 
^^ forward the m\\ bufinefs to me again ; you know that 
^' I never entered into it, or formed an opinion upon it, 
" nor ever objefled to him on that account. My opi- 
^* nion of Mr. Meade was formed upon his conduA to 
** me, to your brother, and yourfelf ; this you hare been 
*^ toW over and over again, but choofc to take no notice 
** of it, though you know you had given Mr. Meade up 
^* long before the will was ever talked of." 

It is mentioned in Mr. Meade's pamphlet, that Mrs. 
Bamfton, at the time of the trial, was nearly eighty years 
old : (he was in truth at that time in her feventy-fecond 
year, and in full pofleffion of her faculties ; (he continued 
to poflefs her faculties many years after, and indeed in 
the year 1797> Mr. Cobam, as a friend of Mr. qnd Mrs. 
Meade, propofed to wait upon Mrs. Bamfton to endea- 
vour to efleA a reconciliation. Mrs. Meade herfelf made 
fimilar applications to near the time of Mrs. Barnfton's 
death. in 1804. In anfwer to one of thefe applications,. 
Mrs. Mary Bamfton wrote thus, in 1796, to Mrs. Meade; 
fpeaking of her mother, flie fays, " She knows (he never 
" gave her full and free confent. The utmoft flie ever 
'* faid upon the fubjeft was no more than this, that if 
'* you chofe to marry Mr. Meade, (he certainly muft re- 
'^ ceive him as her fon-in-law; that you were your own 
" miftrefs, and was to do as you pleafed^ but that flie 
" never approved of the bufinefs. This was underftood 
by you at the time, as from circuraftances can be pro- 
ved J and upon this ground Mr. Meade was given up. 
" Oar mother kncJws flie is neither governed by influence 
or prejudice on this occafion, but by her own judgment 
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^^ formed upon plain undeniable fa&s. She knows, 4nd 
^^ you know, that fo far from making you an outcast, (he 
<^ was calling upon you repeatedly through me to return 
'^ to her houfc, and you refufed fo to do, till all the ipist 
^^ chief which your mother was endeavouring to prevent 
*^ was completed by your going into court againft the 
•^ dire£i purport of the ftrongeft letter (he could write to 
you on the occaiion. What then, my mother faySj^ 
can be done ? Can you expe£i: that (he will acknow- 
*^ ledge herfelf guilty to fupport your ftory ? and that (he 
^* will allow herfelf to be a mod unjuftand cruel 9iojtherj| 
^' becaufe her daughter has chofe to reprefent her in that 
'^ light ? You talk of appealing to difpaffipnate perfons^ 
" and that all to whom you appeal fully acquit you; as 
*^ according to your ftory you are the innocent party, it 
*^ is to be expcfted they fhould do fo, ^ut your mother 
*' fays, flie has no occafion to appeal but to her own un- 
^^ derftanding for the judgment of fafts which are w^thiri 
** her own knowledge. Tell your ftory a thou(and times 
over in your own way, fa6ls will ftill remain the famej^ 
and your mother fays, while (he has her fenfes, (he wiU 
*^ never allow that to be true whicb. ft^e knows to be^ 
*' falfe. You fwore that your marriage was loft in con- 
*' ffequence of words fuppofed to be fpoken by Mr. Pan- 
** beny : my mother knows this cannot be true, becaufe 
*' fix months after thefc words were faid to have been, 
*^ fpoken, Mr. H. Sawbridge came hither from you to, 
*' fay you was determined to marry Mr. Meade ; and Mr, 
** W. Sawbridge applied to Mr. iSikes at the fame tlme^ 
** to aflc him to a6t: as a truftee on the occafion. My 
^* mother fays, (he fees this confirmed by your owi^ 
^* hand-writing, in a letter written fome months softer th§ 
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^ words are faid to have been fpoken, in which you fay, 
*^ that you would not have it faid that you had given 
'* up Mr. Meade on account of his charafter and that 
"^^ he WBB every thing you wifhcd or defired in a hufband. 
^' With thefe and many other hQ.% before her eyes, my 
'^ mother is iatisfied that the whole court buiinefs was 
^' finmded upon falfehood : and ihe defires me to fay, 
^< that when you reprefent yourfelf to be treated as an 
'^ outcaft^that if you are an outcaft^ you have made your- 
^'felf foi and when you talk of unintended ofiences, flm 
^^ cannot fee how fuch a term can be made ufe of by a 
^ dangbter^ who at the fame time fhe was thus expreiling 
^* herfelf in a letter, ' that if flie deceived her mother, flic 
^* ^ wiflied the hypocrite's portion might be her lot,* was 
f^ then aftually deceiving her, by carrying on an affair 
^* which that mother was given to underfland by her was , 
^^ given up; and afterwards perlifled in going into a court 
^^ againft the exprefs purport of that mother's letter,'* 

The following is a copy of Mrs. Barnfton's letter^ 
idluded to in the preceding ; it is dated May 21 ft, 179S. 

^^ Kitty, 

^' MY comfort, if I may judge from your late 
^^ letters, feems to be quite out of your thoughts. I fliall 
^^ therefore fay nothing more upon the fubjedl. You muft 
^' aft a^ you pleafe. You have faid under your own hand, 
'^ that if you deceived your mother, may the hypocrite's 
*^ portion be your lot ; and the promife you made me 
^^ remained in full force upon you: how your prefent 
*^ conduct agrees with fuch words, I leave to your own 
V cpnfcience. May that confcience never rife up in 
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'^ jadgment againft you! But as a mother, it it my dutjr 
^ to tell you plainly, that the badnefii of your condnd in 
^^ revealing the confidence of yoor bcothcr flrikes me in 
*^ a mod (hockiDg light ; and fuch proceeding can never 
^^ draw after it a mother's bleffing. I mnft tell yon atfo, 
^ that if Mr. Meade begins with law, yonr brother will 
*^ go on with it, and other peribns in the £unily be brought 
** forward; in which cafe your mother, if God enables 
^ her, rouft appear to give evidence againfl her dangliCer; 
^ ihe will not fit qaiet, and fee her fon's charader iteri^- 
^ ficed to Mr. Meade. If you value your own chaia&er^ 
^ you will confider thefe things ; if not, I mnft reft £atis- 
^ fied in having difcharged the duty of 

^^ Your affe6lionatc, 
^^ Though. much-diftreffed mother^ 

" M* BAKKSTOlf /' 



JThe following is a copy of Mifs Bamftoa's aofwer, and 
was the laft letter die wrote to her mother before the trial : 






My deareft Madam, 

WAS I confcious of deferving the reproadies of the 
^^ mod: cruel letter I ever yet received from yonr hands^ 
^^ my confcience would indeed rife up in judgment agamft 
^^ me; but feeling the truth in my heart, that it has been 
adhering to the promife I made you that has broi;^t 
me into all this difficulty, I cannot but feel your ccnlnre 
*' with the mod extreme grief, but not with hnmiliatiofi. 
^^ I have never yet revoked the promife I n^^ you, ex* 
^^ cept with the view of preventing the prefent dreadfut 
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^^ extremit^r* Bat at you think even this unjuftifiable in 
^f me, I can do nothing elfe to prevent a man from redrefs- 
^^ ing himfelf^ when he thinks he bis been highly injured. 
^^ As to revealing the ccm6dence of jmy brother, it may 
^^ ftrike you^ my dear Madam, in a fliocking lighti It 
<< ia not the leatt of my injuries that ev«ry a&ion of mine «\ 
^< is fo mifreprefented to yoo, that I plainly perceive I 
'^ have now, what I once thought I had not in the world^ 
'^ an enemy; who has robbed me of one of Groo's choiceft 
'^ bleflings, the opinion and confidence of a much-loved 
^^ and juftly-valu^' parent, robbed me by cruel infinu- 
'^ ations and continual mifreprefentation. If I had a(ked 
^^ Mr. Daubeny, when he told me what his brothers laid 
^^ of Mr. Meade, whether I fhould teli it again, he would 
^^ have fiitd} Yes, with all his heart ; for neither he, any 
'^ more than myfelf, kuevy that any ill confequence could 
^^ arife from it, Belidea, he did not tell it to me as any 
'^ fecret ; for he* faid, his brothers were writing to Mr. 
^' Meade himfelf, and that they had laid it all befof e Dr. 
*^ Blayney and Mr. Coham, for they were determined to 
*^ hate it cleared up. .When you wifli me to confider 
*^ my own charaAer, do remember, my deareft Madam, 
'^ that nothing can injure it fo much as the reproach of 
^ fuch a mother as yourfetf. Happy am I- to feel that T 
<' can vindicate myfelf irom every reproach of your's to 
'^ an impartial perfon; but moft unhappy am I to expe- 
^' rience that, from cruel perverfion and obftru£lion, I 
^< am prevented from vindicating myfelf to you. I would 
M do every thing thai is poflible to prevent this terrible 
^^ trial* But^ alas ! your letter plainly difoovers to me 
^ that you have put every thing out of my power. I can 
^ only &y^ therefore^ that if Mr. Meade will go to Jswj 
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** and Mr. Daubcny will go oii with it^ your poor daygB- 
*^ ter nuift abide by the confequences; what they may 
** be, flie cannot forcfee: but let her fufferuigs here be 
•• what they may^ flie trufts that innocent intentions^ and 
^ adhcr^ace to truths will find her at laft a peaceful man- 
*^ {km, aiid unite her again to her dear mother^ who now 
'^ ieems to think her unworthy her blefling, and there- 
•♦ fore niuft conclude her caft oflP by her heavenly Parent* 
** That God Almightt will turn your heart towards 
^ me^ (hail be the conftant prayer of your mod affed* 
^ ionate daughter, C. Barnstok*'* 

The account given in the above letter of the conver-* 
iation in Jiine 1791^ miiled Mr. Danbeny, who^ con- 
fcious that what did really pafs would in no degree cri- 
minate him, did not expe£k that Mif& Bamfton would 
fvvear what fhe actually did iwear in court. 

The following extraft from Mrs, Barnfton'^B letter to 
Mr. Coham, in 179lt part of which letter has been al- 
ready quoted, fhews what flie thought of her daughter's 
cvideuce five years after the trial: *^ My daughter fwore 
^^ in pQurt that the circumftance refpe£ting the ftate of 
*^ the cale having been ient to Dr. Blayney and Mr.' 
*' Coham was communicated to her by her brother; and 
'* that he charged Mr. Meade with having forged the 
^^ will. Both thefe matters are niuft folemnly denied; 
^^ and no one in the family could imagine what the cir- 
*^ cumftances mentioned in the charge refpefting Dr. 
*^ Blayney and Mr. Coham meant, till it was brought 
*^ forward in the court. Mr, Meade brought his aftioR 
^Mo recover damages for the lols of his marriage. My 
^^ daughter fwore fuch was the cafe. I hav^ eyidencQ- 



^ xin&et my daughter's own tond*writing, as well as from 
*' other circnmfiances^ which authorifeme to fay^ that what 
« my daughter fworeupon this fabje6k was moft certainly 
** not true, and that (he muft know at the time. In fliort, 
'^ the grcateft and moft important part of my daughter's 
*' evidence in court, if I may judge from her own hand- 
^* writing, and many notorious circumftances, cannot be 
^ true* The cffefl: of the trial therefore muft be undone, 
** and the charadbers that have been afperfed upon diis 
^' occafion muft be done juftice to. Upon thefc condi.- 
*' tions alone can my daughter ever be received in my 
** family; and nothing (he can fay will ever alter my 
** opinion upon this fubjecl,becaufe that opinion has been 
*^ formed from fa6ts, in which it is not poflMile for mc 
^ to be deceived." 

The followino; letter from Mifs Barnfton to Mr. Dau- 
beny feems a prefumplive proof that no converfation of 
the nature defcribed by Mifs Barnfton in her evidence 
did pafs between her and Mr. Daubeny in June 1791; 
or if it did pafs, this letter is a pofitive proof that it did 
not produce the effeft ftie fwore it did produce. It is 
dated September 1791, three months after the converfa- 
tion is laid to have pafled. 

" My dear Brother, ^ 

*' I beg. to inform you that T came from Aldenham on 
" Saturday, exprefsly wilh the intention of declaring to 
« you what I now give you under my Imnd- writings 
** that I was totally ignorant of Mr. Meade's vifit or in- 
*' tention to fee me, which it feems he was determined to 
^^ do, if poffible; if not, to write to me. The next thing 
*f I beg to declare to you is, that no firefh promifes or 



M eagagemeAts w€r% the cMifequcftce of tfab: iMctii^ 
'< neither being aiked by faitn, or ofiered bjr me. Yon 
*' will perhaps as iitUe believe this, as yOu did my word 
*' the laft time we had a meeting at <mr hoofei but ihb 
'< T cannot help; it is Jiifficient for my own mind wbeo I 
^^ declare to you what is true, and know it to be (b. Aks I 
^' it is but too true^ that a very diflerent conferiatioQ took 
^< place between us when Hooker was out of 'hearing* 
*^ Mr. Meade told me that I have been the caufe of de« 
^^ ftroying his chara£ler. The will bufineTs, heiaid> was 
*^ nothing; a little time would fet that to rights^ becaufe 
'^ fa<^ could not be denied. Nor (hould he ever have 
^^ heard fo much on that head^ had not the weight of 
*^ your chara&er cruflied him, by expelling him firil front 
'^ your family and ours in a manner he knew to be un<« 
'^ merited. He called upon me often, he faid, by every 
*^ open confeflion, to clear him in your eyes, and he fays 
*' I have done pothing but deceive him all along. I have 
^^ been the means of difuniting the very people who of all 
<^ others I was eameAly anxious to unite. And he fays^ 
^^ he knows it to be as much impoffible for you to believe 
^' him guilty rcfpe£king his wife, if you had not firft 
^* taken an unhappy turn againft him with regard to nUt 
^^ In fhort he told me, whatever future intentions I might 
^^ have towards hin\| he was afraid his friends would turn 
^^ their backs on him, if I did not give them up| for tho^ 
^^ they were ready to lend their utmoft fupport about the 
^^ will aifair, they thought I had ufed him fo ill, th^ 
^f were indignant at feeing him ftill attached to me s and ' 
*' though he will never marry any other woman, yet will 
^' he never make any farther addreffes to me, nor even 
<( eater into my family> unlefs I will give him opporttuutjf 
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^ of clearing himfelf from that load of infamy tixii dif- 
<' honour ^ich I have heaped upon him. He wifhcd 
<^ me to do this while he was in town ; he could have 
^^ waited on Mr. Sikes and you, but it muft be to you 
^' aloae that he would fpeak about me. Both Hooker 
*^ and I told him he had better execute the main bufincb 
^< firft. In (liort, in his diftracted fiaie of mind, he let 
** out crery thing to Hooker, concluding that he knew all 
^' from me. As for myfelf, I am as wretched as need lo 
*^ be, or as I well can be, for one who feels confcious of no 
'^ ill intention. I am lofing the friendfhip of a brother 
^* and fitter, who are dear to me as my life. I am forfeit. 
^' ing the etteem of a man, who has, as I have well tried, 
'^ long fince placed his whole happinefs upon me; I have 
^^ deftroyed his character, and ruined his peace of mind« 
^ I am accufed of deceiving my only parent, though I 
«< have done nothing, nor ever intended, but to (acrifice 
^^ my happinefs to hers. I am degraded among my (ifiers 
^^ and brothers, nay, even in the eyes of my nephews uid 
*^ nieces, infomuch that I cannot help confefling my vifit 
^' here is attended with inexpreflible mortification. Home 
^^ is the moil tranquil place, becaufe my deareft mother 
'^ believes me honeft; and when I deceive her, may the 
'* hjrpocrite's portion be my lot. If becaufe I have not 
^' chofen to declare to you all my intentions with the fame 
'^ confidence I uied to do, you are to fufpect me of every 
^^ evil intention, and to make other people take it for 
'^ granted ; how can you anf^'er it to yourfelf, my dear 
** brother, to make me fo wretched ? If confidence unre- 
*^ ferved, confeffion, forrow, and love, can bring you back 
** to my afflicted heart, come to me, and reftore me front 
a (late of mifery to happinefs; but alk it not at the ex- 
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<^ pence of facrific'cng juftice^ graititudey and everlafting 
*' afTection to a man who I know to be worthy of youi* 
" better opinion : for, as Mr. Meade fays, though Charles 
^^ may have had ever fuch objections to mey yet I know 
*^ he does not think me guilty of forgery,- petjuryy or frauds 
" all that I define is that he wiflies to find me innocenty 
*^ and I will take cate to prove myfelf fo. GdD forbicf 
^' you (hould not wifli to fee him clear himfelf firotn alF 
*^ fuch charges, my dear brother; all that I entreat you is 
*^ not to condemn him or prejudge him/' 

The following extract from a letter of Mrs. Daubeny 
to Mifs Barnfton, in Auguft ITQV^ not only proves that 
the fufpicions about the will did not caufc Mifs Barnfton 
to rejcfil Mr. Meade; but it alfo (liews that Mr. Daubeny 
had formed no decided opinion upon the fubje£l. ^^ The 
'^ will bufinefs, though occafionally riientioned, was never 
^^ confidered as the ground upon which he (Mr. Meade) 
^* was given up ; nor would it have been reafonable it 
*^ (hould, becaufe it had never been proved; for whatever 
appearances may be, your brother will never prejudge 
any man. With refpeft to the will bufinefs, though' 
** we (hall always confider it as totally unconnefted with 
the prcfent fubje£l, your brother can have no objeftion 
to give you every fatisfaftion in his power. He con- 
^' fiders himfelf in this cafe as a ftander-bye; all that be* 
*^ knows upon this bufinefs comes from his brothers; and 
he is at any time ready to give the matter the moft im- 
partial inveftigaiion. If you choofe to pitch upon any 
impartial perfon, who fliall hear all you have to fay for 
^^ him on one fide, and all that your brother has to pro- 
^^ duce againft him on the other; Mr. Daubeny will moft 
gladly meet you upon thofe terms. 
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tn Septemb^ 1803, Mrs. Meade^ lit ber own parti- 
cular requeft) had by appointment an interview with her 
mother for the firft time fince the trial and her marriage^ 
Mr. and Mfs. Daubeny, MrB. Mary Bamfton, and two 
Mifs Mafone' being prdent. What pafied at this inter-» 
view is very material ; and the following Account of it 19 
taken from Mr. Daubeny's paper> and attefied by Mrs* 
Mary Barnfton and the Mtfs Mafon8\ Mrs. Bamfloti 
called Mrs4 Meade <' her loft child ; faid (he forgave her^ 
^' and hoped God would forgive her, and open her eyes 
'^ to fee her error, that (he might return to peace.'' It 
was the intention of Mr, Daubeny and the family to 
confine this interview to the purpofe for which it was 
requefted, namely, Mrs. Meade's receiving her modier's 
forgivenefs, and not to mention the fubje& of the trial ; 
but after Mrs. Barnfton had exprefled her forgivenefs in 
the words above-mentioned, Mrs. M^ade fat down by 
Mr. Daubeny, and turning round to him faid, ** Well, 
•' brother^ now my mother has received me, why ftiould 
^^ I not be received by the reft of the family?" Mr. 
Daubeny replied, *^ that there was no want of charity, of 
" affei^ion, of feeling towards her 5 that hemoft heartily 
*' forgave all the injury he had received from her; but that 
'^ juftice muft be done to the injured charaAers, before 
^* (he could be received into the family t that as the re- 
'^ prefeniative of her father he was bound to fee Mrs. 
*' Bamfton*s charafter cleared from the grofs afperfions 
'* caft upon it in Mr. Meade's pamphlet; and that he 
^^ owed it both to the Church and his family to have his 
*' own character cleared from the charge which her per- 
*' jury in court had fixed upon it in the world." This 
charge Mrs. Meade attempted to repel. Mr. Daubeny 
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then told her, that '' his cafe and documents had been 
^^ laid before two counfel, whofe joint and decided de^er* 
" mination was, that (hould he move for a new trial, the 
'^^ confequence would be, that he would moft certainly 
^^ recover tiie verdict, and Mrs. Meade as certainly go out 
'^ of court a peijured woman/' Mrs. Meade immedi- 
ately afked, ^ Why did you not then?' Mr. Daubeny 
replied, ^^ becaufe he had more finding for the family than 
^^ (he had." Mr. Daubeny then told Mrs. Meade that 
all the papers and documents* of every kind had been 
laid before the Biihop of Bath and Wells, previous to 
.his entering upon the charge of Cbrifi-Church ; and 
after the Biihop's full and deliberate examination of 
them for a we^, his judgment was, ^^ that (he was moft 
^^ certainly a peijured woman, if ever there was one; and 
^^ that her mother could not, in ju&ice to herfelf and £i- 
^^ mily, receive her, till (he had acknowledged her conduct, 
^ and made all amends in her power." Mr. Daubeny 
then proceeded to prove to her in what manner (he had 
peijured herfelf. Mrs. Meade acknowledged, that in June 
1791 (he had totally ^ven up Mr. Meade, and of couiie 
(lie could not deny that it was impoflSble that any expref- 
fiou ufed by him at that time (hould be the caufe of her 
not marrying Mr. Meade, or that he (Mr. Daubeny) could 
fay any thing with that intent: in this reipect therefore 
(he could not deny that (he had fwom falfly. Mr. Dau- 
beny next reminded her of her having fwom in court 
that (he had her mother's full and free confent to marry; 
to this (he could fay nothing, her mother being at her 
. elbow. Mrs. Meade acknowledged that (he had fome 
recollection of having confeiTed to Mr. Daubeny^ at Mr. 
Sikes's at Hackney^ in September 179}^ that it was her 
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intention to marry Mr. Meade at her mother's death. 
Mr.Daubeny again. reminded her of her having fworn in 
court, in the June following, that (he had her mother's 
full and free confent to marry Mr^ Meade, and that the 
expreffions faid to be ufed by him (Mr. Daubeny) pre- 
vented the marriage. Was not this, Mr. Daubeny faid, 
to Iwear falfly ? To this (he made no anfwer. Mr* Dau- 
beny then reminded her of. Mr. Hi Sawbridge being fent 
in January 179^^ by her to Bath, to announce her inten* 
tioato her mother, of marrying Mr. Meade at all events; 
and of her having (worn in court, that words fpoken in 
June 1^91, were the caufe of her not marrying Mr. Meade; 
and thaf in confequence of this falfe evidence a verdi£t 
was obtained. Upon this Mrs. Meade faid, that Mr, 
Meade didf.not go into court for lofs of marriage, but for 
defamation*; ** for," faid (he, '^ when I was aiked that 
*' indelicate queftion, whether I meant to marry Mr. 
'^ Meade, I did not fay I did not." Thus for the pur- 
pofe of gaining Mr. Meade a verdid for defamation, Mrs. 
Meade acknowledged that fhe fwore to an effe^fc which 
was not produced ; that is, fhe fwore that the marriage 
was loft, at the very time (he intended to marry ; and fhe 
aduaily did marry Mr. Meade about ten days- after, the 
carriage being ordered, and other preparations made at the 
time of the trial. The (late of the cafe, according to Mrs. 
Meade's own reprefentation, is therefore this : words fpo« 
ken in a confidential converfation with her brother-in« 
laWt at a time when all idea of her marrying Mr. Meade 
was underftood to be at an end, fhe revealed to Mr, Meade, 
and afterwards, in order to give a criminal confequence 
to thefe words, fhe fwore they produced an effed on 
her mind which they never had produced ; and by this 

X 8 * 
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breach of confidence, and by this falfe evidence, (he pro- 
cured Mr. Afeade a verdict againft her brother-in-law. 
Laftly, Mr.Daubeny in the moft folemn manner decliared 
that he never had uttered the words attributed to him ; 
and Mrs. Meade confcfled that her evidence was falfe, but 
would not acknowledge that fhe was a pprjured woman, 
hccaufe fhe bad no maHcious intention againft Mr. Dau- 
beny: thus fhe confiders falfe fwearing and perjury as- 
different things. 

Mr. Daubeny fent an account of this interview to the 
different branches of the Barnflon fkmily in London, and 
the following apfwer fhews their opinion not only of the 
interview, but alfo of Mr. Daubeny's conduct in general 
in this affair. 

*^ My dear Sir, London, Sep. 14, 1803. 

*^ IT is now only two days fince T had the pleafure of 
** writing to you. On the prefent occafion therefore I 
*' am rather to be confidered as the fubftitute of Mr. 
*^ Snaith; though I think in a matter of fo much intereft 
" to you and your friends, if I could not have ufed his 
*' pen as the vehicle of my own feelings in fome degree, 
<^ I fhould have been tempted to have troubled you again 
*^ on my account. As it is, however, I have been re- 
*^ quefled in a manner which every way falls in with my 
*' own wiflies, to acknowledge the receipt of your letter. 
*^ It arrived jufl as Mr. Snaith was preparing to take wing 
^' for a few days flight to Cheltenham, or he wouM not 
*^ liave left the tafk of aufwering it to anothet^. My aunt's 
*^ letter having carried Mrs. Sikes to Manfion-houfe-ftreet, 
'^ to meet your difpatch, (for which (he was not a littk 
^^ anxious) juft about the time I called there^ the whole. 
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*' family bad an opportunity of joining in one general 
*' expreffion of their feelingKin the occafion; with fome 
^^ indignation at the manner in which it was brought 
*' about^ they all congratulate you oti the reiult of the 
^^ interview. With you they greatly defired that Mrs, 
^^ Barnflou might personally forgive her offending daugh- 
<' ter^ before (he was taken from her for ever^ but they 
'< tren^bled for the immediate effedi of fuch a meeting 
*' upon the good old lady. They cannot therefore dif- 
'^ femble their fati8fa6):ton that it is all well over^ nor 
** that it has in its condufil and clofe fo greatly ftrength- 
*^ ened the caufe of truth and juftice. Your friends here 
*' have long been too intin^ately acquainted with all the 
*' circumftances of this cruel fchifm to require on their 
^* own account any frefli documents on the fubje6l; at 
^^ the fame time they rejoice at the acceflion of evidence, 
^' fo important to the convi£tion of others, as is fumifhed 
** by the confeffions, pofitive and negative, of one whom 
*^ they lament to think ftiould have been made the inftru- 
ment of gratifying the word difpoiitions of another; 
and feeling, as they do, the extent of your forbearance, 
they think it due from them to alfure you, that they 
will not omit any proper opportunity of employing thefi^ 
powerful documents to do you that juftice in private, 
^^ which family confiderations withhold you from feeking 
^^ in a more public way ; and which they can never enough 
*^ regret, that there appears from the ifTue of this interview 
'^ there is no hope of ever being done to you in a manner 
^' which might heal the breaches of a divided family* 
<^ V>. Soaith defired me to fay^ that he would endeavour 
*^ to take Bath in bis return from Cheltenham ; and that 
*' he might have the pleafure of meeting you there, would 
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and that the words fpoken by Mr. Daubeny on the SBth 
of June 1791^ fuppofing them to have been fpoken^ did 
nut produce the efl*e& which Mifs Bamilon fwore th€y> 
did produce. There is alfo as flnmg reafon as the nature 
of the cafe admits^ for thinking that Mr. Daubeny did not 
utter the words imputed to him by Mifs Barnfton. They • 
are not quoted or mentioned in any of Mifs Barnfton^s 
letters to Mr. Daubeny, or her other relations^ fubfequent 
to June 1 791 1 and iii thefe letters there are fome expref- 
(ions fcarcdy compatible with this fuppofed converfation. 
No other witnefs was called to prove that Mr. Daubeny 
ever held any fuch language ; and evidence has been pro- 
duced to (hew that he held a different language in the > 
family. Nor is Mifs Bamfton's affertion upon this fubje£t. 
fupported by any circumflantial or collateral teftimony; 
and it is^ i believe, a rule in'evidence^ founded in reafon 
and acknowledged in our courts, that where a witnefs is^ 
convifted of fwearing falfely in one inftance, his or her 
teftimony deferves no credit, or at lead is not admitted 
as proof upon any other point. It is highly improbable 
that Mr. Daubeny (bould fay any thing to Mif^ Bamfion 
for the purpofe of preventing her marriage with Mr. 
Meade, when he knew that Mr. Meade had been twice 
refufed by her, apd at a time when it was generally un^ 
derftood in the faiiiily that the affair was entirely at an end. 
The following is Mr. Daubeny's account of the conver- . 
fation which paflcd between bimfelf and Mifs Barnflon in 
June 1791 : he ftates that it w^ o^cafioned by tbediffe- 
rent language which it was found Mr^ Meade held to the 
c]de:l Mr. Daubeny before he left fingland, and to Mr. 
Charles Daubeny, on his arrival at Spa, upon \ht fubje£^ 
cf bis lat^ wife's will : Mifs Bamftop having been prefent 
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vA^tR the t6jYferiAt\6n pafled at Spi^ Mr. C, Daubeny 
waftdefirous of confirming his account of what Mr. Meade 
then faid by her teftimony^ and with this view he read to 
Mifa Bamfton his minutes of the converfation^ which were 
to this effe& : '^ Mr. Meade enlarged much on the cru« 
'^ elty of my brothers* reception of him ; that the\* charged 
^^ his wife with having made an unjuft will, and that be 
^' had a hand in it. He faid, moreover, that Mary made 
" fuch a will, becaufe (he was confident that he (Mr. 
^^ Meade) would make the fame difpoial of her property 
<^ as (he herfelf would wi(h. With that idea ihe left it 
^' as (he did, in his hands, that it might be (a lien) a kind 
*' of bond or means of keeping up his connexion in the 
^* family ; as (he hoped he would always be confidered 
^ as a brother in her family ; that he had made his will 
** and erafed my brother John's name as executor, (on 
" account of what he (Mr. Meade) reprefented to be big 
^' unkind treatment of him) and had put mine in; and 
^' that my brothers would have no reafon to be difiatisfied,, 
*' or fomething to the fame purpofe. He faid, moreover, 
«* that Mrs. Meade bad done fomething very handfome 
*' by his brother, though be did not fay what." Mifs 
Barnfton declared the above, to the beft of her recoIIeSion^ 
to be the fubllancc of what Mr. Meade had faid at Spa, 
Mr. Daubeny then a(ked her accidentally, without any pre- 
vious intention, whether (he knew any thing about his fitter's 
making her will, or had feen the Signature of it; and hap- 
pening to have the fac fimile of it in his pocket-book^ 
(which Mr. J. Daubeny had fent not only to Mr. Daubeny, 
but alfo to Mr. Meade, with a view to a private explana- 
tion) he (hewed it to her, and a(ked her what fbe thought 
of iti her aafwer was, " Goii knows," Not a wenj 



paiflfed on either fide on the fubjefi; of the will. Mi& 
C. Bamfion wae at thk time fitting down with me at the . 
tdble. She now got up^ and walked up and down the 
room. I propofed her accompanying us to Tnnbridge, 
to which {he feemed indifferent. She feemed to have 
fbmething on her mind. After a turn or two, fhe faid, 
^ Brother, I was in hopes you could at leaft have been fo 
^^ &r reconciled to Mr. Meade as to have kept np ap- 
^ pearances with him." To which my anfwer was, 'Kif^ 
' you know my charadicr too well, not to know^ that f 
^ can never keep up appearances, where there is no reality. 
' After what has pafled abroad, I never can fee Mr. Meade 
' in the light of an honefi man.' Mr. Daubeny is ready 
to fwear that this was the fubftance of the conFeriationy 
and the whole of what paffed relative to his iifier's will 
upon that oecafion ; and that neither then, or at any 
other time, he ufed the expreffions attributed to him by 
Mifs fiamfton in her evidence upon the trial. 

I cannot but remark that Mr. Meade's papers are drawn 
up with the moft confummate addrefs, and in a manner 
peculiarly calculated to impofeupon the reader: aflertiona 
are rarely fupported by any authentic documents, <lates 
are feldom mentioned, and occurrences which happened 
at different times are placed together; the main queftion 
is kept verj' much out of fight ; collateral and irrelevant 
circumftances are dwelt upon with minutenefs and ear* 
neftnefs ; much declamation is ufed, and the fiselings are 
frequently appealed to, where the judgment only ought to 
be exercifed. It is therefore not matter of furprife that 
fome of thofe Who have read Mr. Meade's papers only^ 
luive formed an opinion &vonrable to his caufe. 
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I think it right to quote two or three parages which 
appear to me to mark a want of that CQrre£lne& of prin- 
ciple wliich can alone produce uniform right condud. It 
is acknowledge.d that Mr. Meade and Mifs Barnfton car- 
ried on a claodeftine conrefpondence upon the fubje£i of 
marriage^ in d\ve&. violation of a moft folemn promife 
made by both of them to Mr. Daubeny. Mr. Meade 
• endeavours to julUfy this^ in the following manner ia !No* 
I« page 9^ of his papers^ ^^ Although upon his (Mr. Dau-. 
^^ beny's) obferving her (Mifs Barnftoa's) inclination& to 
*^ Mr. Meade, he had obtained a promife that ibe would 
^^ yield them to his; yet when (he found that fuch a com-> 
^^ pliment to friendfhip might give a wound to her owu 
'^ bappinefs^ (be mighty by telling Mr. Paubeny fo^ have 
4^ deprived him of thofe preteupes and advai^ts^es which 
^^ in the fequel he fo fuccefsfully urged againft her. But 
*^ -invincible reafons prevented this. For ihe was per-.- 
^^ fuaded, from his general violence in the affair^ (and his 
^^ cooduS ever iince juftified that perfuafion) that unhap- 
^^ pinefs would be the confequence of her explaining her- 
f^ felf abroad; and fhe flattered herfelf it might be avoid-. 
f^ ed if {he waited till flie returned home» If prudence or 
^* neceffity forced her to referve, it was not^ as Mr. Dau«r 
^' beny fuggefts, from hypocrify. She was unreferved 
^^ enough in declaring h^r fentiments to her mother 
'^ and all her friends; and (be often and fincerely lamented 
*^ the neceflity of being referved with Mr, Daubeny 
^* abroad; but {he owed him rio duties^ nor was any 
^* breach of hpfpitality committed^ for the party were all 
^^ equalj men and wonienj brothers and fillers^ united to 
** travel at a joint expence." Thu? Mr. M^e calla 9 
violation of promife^ referve ; and h^ and Mi(s Bandfion 
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fatisfied Ihemfelves that it was allowable^ becaufe Mifs 
Bamfton was not dependant upon Mr. Daubeny, and be- 
caufe they were all travelling at a joint expence. Hence 
it appears that they began- with pra£lifing deceit/ which 
was certainly not neceiTary, for Mifs Bamflon, as foon as 
the mutual attachment had taken place, had only to tell 
Mr. Daubeny of it, arid to write to her mother for her 
confent ; and Mr. Daubeny would probably have defired 
Mr. Meade to leave the party till Mrs. Bamfton's wifhet 
were known, as he had reafon to think that the connec^^ 
tion would not be agreeable to her. Indeed Mr. and 
Mrs. Daubeny both repeatedly urged Mils Bamfton to 
write to her mother upon the fubje£l; but ihe refufed, upon 
the ground that there was no attachment between her and 
Mr. Meade; and (lie expreffly laid, ^^ Whyfliould I mak^ 
^^ my mother uneafy about nothing?" In fpeaking upon 
the fame fubjed, Mr. Meade fays, page 34, ^^ If Mifs 
^^ Bamdon or Mf. Meade repented or wiihed to recal 
^^ fuch expreflions, what injury did they do, or propofe to 
^* any one living?*' Here violation of promife is called 
recalling exprefiSons, though in fa£t not a fyllablc was 
faid to Mr. Daubeny^ to whom the promife was made: 
nor did Mifs Bahifton write to her mother, although tlie 
affair was carried on all the time the party continued 
abroad; and furely this could proceed from no other caufe 
but a belief that the connexion would not be agreeable 
to her mother. This deceit, and this fophidigal mode of 
juftiiying it, ftem to have led to a diftegard for truth in 
Mrs. Meade, which is acknowledged in a letter written in' 
anfwer to one flie had received from her mother, accufing 
her of having given evidence in court in dire6l contra- 
4i£lioa to her baod^writiog wd Repeated language in hor 
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faiTiily: the ktter is dated July 1800^ and the paflage Is 
aa fidlows : ^' That my oath' differed fix)m fome particular 
'^ letters and expreffions of mine muft of neceffity 
^^ have been the cafe^ becaufe upon my oath rigid truth 
** was to be my guide^ and I could not prefume upon 
^ referees or concealments^ however beneYoient the in* 
^ tention," 

How then does the matter (land according to Mrs. 
Meade's own confefSon ? Soon after her return from the 
Coottnent^ (he coofciTcd that (he pradifed deceit^ in car* 
rying on a clandeftine correfpondence contrary to her 
promife: in 1 800^ ihe denies having given falfe evidence 
in court, by acknowledging that (he had not made truth 
ber guide in her letters and expreffions; and in '1803) upon 
being preifed by Mr. Daubeny^ (he confefled before four 
other perfons, all living find ready to atteft it^ two of whom 
are her fifters^ that (he had been guilty of falfe-fwearing 
at the trial. The progrefs feems to have been a natural 
one, from deceit to untruth^ from untruth to falfe-fwear- 
ing. Upon the laft occafion (he difttngui(hed between 
fklfe-fwearing and perjury; but morality and religion know 
no fuch diilindion. And indeed throughout this boii- 
nefs I think 1 obferve both in Mr, and Mrs. Meade^ aoid 
efpecially \ti the latter, a great propeniity to felf-deception» 
Let them now reiledl and examine themielves. Let them 
take a calm and difpadionate review of their whole con- 
dud^ as far as concerns the bu(inefs in queftion, from the 
time of their mating at Spa^ to the prefent moment. 
Let them not rely on the decilion of a fallible human tri- 
bunal^ but remember that they muft hereafter appear 
before the tribunal of an infallible Judge. Let them alk 
themfelves^ whether they have invariably adhered to the 
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mdifpenfab}e laws of honour, juftice, and truth. And m 
particular, let Mrs. Meade, after confidering her evidence 
jn court, aflc herfelf the following queftions. Did my 
mother ever give me her full and free confent to marry 
Mr. Meade? Wat my marriage with him really pre* 
vented by Mr. Daubeny's converfaticm with me on the 
S8th of June ? Did Mr. Daubeny really ufe the expreffions 
I attributed to him ? Thefe are plain queftions, and let 
the anfwers to them be plain and fimple, without evafion 
or cafuiftry. With the documents I have had before me, 
I conceive it impoflible that Mrs. Meade can confcien** 
tioufly anfwer thefe queftions in the affirmative; but at 
the fame time, I am fully aware that it requires great 
firmnefs of mind to make an explicit confeflion in a cafe 
like this : that firmnefs can be derived from this conii- 
<leration only, that however humiliating confeflSon may 
be thought in this world, it will cert^nly be profitable in 
the next. Let Mr. and Mrs. Meade confider that thev have 
done their utmoft to deprive Mr. Daubeny of his cha- 
racter, they ought therefore to do their utmoft to reftore 
it in the public opinion. Mr. Daubeny forgives them 
upon Chriflian principles; but while they perfift in aflert- 
ing falfe evidence to be true, to the injury of his charafter, 
neither morality nor religion requires that he or his im- 
mediate connexions (hould live with them upon terms of 
firiendfhip; this would be a fort of acknowledgement of 
the truth of their ftatemeni. Mr. and Mrs. Meade prefs 
for oblivion and recdaciliation ; it is obvioufly the inte- 
reft of the offending pnty to do fo. But this cafe is not 
like a common quarrel or difagteement in families where 
both parties may be to blame, yet both equally free from 
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every thing which can be called criminal. Here one of 
the parties muft be guilty, and ju^ce (hould firft be done 
to the innocent, and reparation made the foundation of 
jeconciliation. 

I think it due to Mr. Daubeny to add, that after amoft 
attentive inveftigation of the feveral charges brought 
againft him by Mr. and Mrs. Meade, I am perfed:ly 
latisfied that he has in every refpefl: aSed with the ftrideft 
propriety, and as a man of honour ; and I think that the 
motives which induced him to fubmit to the verdid^ 
although be was aifured by his counfel that it might be fet 
afide by a new trial, deferve particular approbation. 

G. LINCOLN. 

Dbansrt-House, St. Paul's, 
May I3th, 1803. 
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CorrespmiSenci between the Bishop 0/* Likcolk 

and Mr^ Meade* 

TTIS Lordfhip has already quoted his firft letter, when 
•■--^ he applied to the Rev. Dr. Randolph for Mr, 
Meade's papers. Dr. Randolph, in confequence of that 
application, wiflied Mr. Meade to convey to his Lord* 
(hip fuch papers as he thought might fatisfy his. mind; 
and Mr. Meade accordingly fent fuch as he conceived 
mud anfwer the purpofe 3 accompanying them with the 
Iblio wing letter: 

*^ To the Bishop of Lincoln. 

*' Chatleigh, March 25, 1805. 

^^ DR. Randolph has communicated to Mr. Meade 
*^ the Biihop of Lincoln's letter, and requeued him to 
^^ fend to his Lordihip his papers relative to his uUf- 
^' happy difpute with Mr. Daubeny. Mr. Meade will 
^^ with pleafure comply with the Bifhop's wifhes; for, as 
** he never obtrudes his papers on any one, fo he never 
^^ refufes them when there b a liberal and candid motive 
" of enquiry. 

^^ As for himfelf and his family, he has no intereft; he 
has nothing to gain by any decifions in his favour. 
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^^ And fupported by the judgment of hb count ry^ by the 
'' teftimony of his own confeiencej and by the efteem of 
'^ thofe who know him and his caufe^ he has nothing to 
*^ fear from enquiry, and nothing to wiih for but peace. 

^' Mr. Meade laments the reftlefsneis and activity with 
'^ which Mr. Daubeny obtrudes a private quarrel of twelve 
^^ years (landing on fuch utter ftrangers to all the pflfties 
*' as the Bifliop of Lincoln appears to be; but he feels 
*^ little folicitude from any imprcffion which ex parte 
*^ flatements may have made on his Lordfhip's mind. 
^^ If fuch has been the cafe, he perfuades himfelf that it 
^' will be of fliort duration. 

^^ Mr. Meade will only add, that if there be any point 
*^ on which his Lordlhip defires farther explanation, he 
*^ will be happy to give it; confident that any refle£lions 
*^ which the Bifliop may have heard on the charafters of 
^' Mr. and Mrs. Meade, will appear to be the fabrications 
•' of an inveterate enemy; and that his Lordfhip will 
^* have to declare, as the* Biftiop of Durham has done 
'^ on two points which Mr. Daubeny has lately aiferted 
*^ to him on this fubje£t, that they were inventions of his 
^^ own without any foundation in truth. 

'' T. M." 

♦ The reader will have feen (Appendix, letter D.) that Mr. 
Meade had the heft authority for this aflertion. Mr. Meade may 
even add to what is there faid, that that very refpe^Ue gentleman 
whom his Lordfhip employed as his friend on this occafion, aflbred 
Mr. Meade, *^ That the Bifhop of Durham had not only diicoverod 
** the dories he had heard from Mr. Dauheny to he abfolutely 
** without foundation, but that his Lordfhip would certainly declare 
** it wherever his name might have been ufed ; and that it wotdd be 
** injuftice to his Lordfhip's charadter to fuppofk .that hf would not 
** do fo." The lady to whom the Bifliop of Durham apptUed» gave 
Mr. Meade afiliraQces equally ftrong of his Lordfhip's convi^on« 









ti» ab6ut feveti week9 the BiflicH) (fnt tQ Mr^ M^lkd« i^ 
ttiwuTcript hook, and wilh it a l^t^r* , 

'^ Sir, Dcaa«fy> Su PmV$, May )13> I805» 

^^ I am forfy that ray engagements in town haire not 
^^ allowed me to fend ydu the enelpfed papers fooner. I 
^' was not without hope, when I entered into an examina- 
*' tioo of a fubje^t upon which opinions were fo much 
divided^ that it might be po/fibJe tP form a judgptient 
which would vindicate the ?hara^er9 of both the partiee 
^^ from all material blame. Believe me, fir^ I mpft iinr 
cerely lament that I have been difappointed in thU 
hope. But fhould the plain ftatement of fai^^, vppn 
^^ which I can form but one opinion, I^iad you and Mjt?* 
*^ Meade to fee the fubje^l in a different point pf view 
*^ from that in which you feem hitherto to have con* 
'^ fidered it> and produce a revoaeihiLtion which wpuU 
^^ be honourable to both parties, I (ball feel truly bi^py 
^^ in having contributed in aj>y deggree to fp defiraUe a^i 
*^ event. 

^^ I anif fir, ypur obedient fefva«pt# 

^^ P.S. I ou^t perhaps to have (Afervid^ that opof of 
^^ the evidence contained m the £nclo£ed papers was pro- 
^^dmctd in court upon the triaL^ 

Oo bafiily running over bk il/>rdihip^« jMOTuii:rip|^ 
Mr« Meade bad not fuch coinpofure of fpirics as hf would 
wi(b to pofleb in repelling an attack that requifed mature 

tbinkii^ Md tte^ advice pi bimist^ jitf &v& letter tP 
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the Biftop Was oF little importance^ and the reader (hall 
not be troi4>Ie4 with it. He obfenred in it, ^^ that he 
*^ could fay little more than that he had received the paper^ 
''-and that there was error in all the reafoning." 

In a few weeks be wrote the following letter* to his 
Lord(hip^ to propofe a perfooal meeting. 

'' My Lord^ June 19th, 1805. 

'' IN my letter to your Lordfliip, after 1 had hardly 
^' run over the manufcript you fent me, I mentioned that 
'^I ihould probably ftate to you fome fads which I 
*' thought might change the fentiments you exprefled in 
'^ that manufcript. I am now in town, and ihall be 
*' ready to wait on you for the purpofe, if you choofe it. 
'' When your wiflies to fee papers of mine were conveyed 
'' to me, it did not occur to my mind ttiat you had any 
'' intentions but of endeavouring to effe£t peace in a di- 
'* vided family, and ray chief obje£k was to convey to you 
*^ a detail of what had been done for that purpofe^ toge*- 
'' ther with a view of the influence which feemed to have 
'^ prevented it. In my papers themfdves I protefled 
''againft re-trying,' without jury, witnefles^ oath, or 
'' reflraint, a cdufe which had been decided already ; and 
'' as you appeared to wifh to have the papers during the 
'' few days you were at Lymington, I fent them without 

delay, in confidence that they were going to a Biihop; 
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* Mr. Meade's letters being very long, and often repetitiom of 
what has appeared in the preceding pamphkt, to fpare the reader 
he has given only extradls, which he has done faithfiiUyj^ to die 
beft of his judgment. Mr. Meade's original letters . are in the 
Bifliop's hands; the drafts for them in Mr.Meade% where thofii 
conicemed-niay fee them. The Bifhop*s letters are gircB verbatim)^ 
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'^ and to an arbitrator* of peace, who might have farther 
** communication' with me. But finding that you have 
^^ taken up an opinion very different from my expe£lations, 
^' and I believe on very miftaken ground^ I am advifed 
" by my friends to point out to you thofe mifiakes into 
'^ which we conceive you have fallen; and which in every 
^^ effential matter are obvious. You will be fomewhat 
^^ furprized to fee that even the dire£t affertion refpe49.ing 
" the late Bifhop of Bath and Wells, is diredly contra- 
'^ dialed by his fon Dr. Mofs, in his letter to me in Ja- 
^^ nuary 1799. You will be convinced that the account 
^^ Mrs. Tomline gave to a lady at Bath^of Mrs. Meade's 
^^ wedding-day being fixed previous to the trial, is utterly 
^^ unfounded. You will find alfo that a fimilar ilory which 

* Mr. Meade at this time heard that the Biihop endeavoured to 
vindicate bis condudt, as under the charadler of ^ an Arbitrator,'* 
although it was clear to common ienfe that Mr. Meade had never 
codftituted him as fuch ; nor did his Lordfhip exprefs iiich an 
idea previous to his getting Mr. Meade's papers; nor did Mr. 
Meade ever apply to him at all. Mr. Meade ufed the above exprefs 
iion, to meet the Bi(hop on his own ground. But what moft furprifed 
him was, that at this time he received letters fi-om Mr. Daubeny 
which carried with them an appearance of the Biihop (although 
under the afiumed charader of an arbitrator) having privately com* 
municated to Mr. Daubeny fome of Mr. Meade's papers, or their 
contents, on points which did not enter into his Lordfhip's judgment, 
and which he had not even touched upon ; for Mr. Daubeny de- 
manded of Mr. Meade in thofe letters ** the charges which the latter 
** had laid before the Bifhop of Lincoln refpe6Hng the wills of Mr. 
'* and Mrs. Barnfton, and threatening in cafe of refufal to apply to 
<' the Bifhop for them." To which Mr. Meade replied, *< that the 
** Bifhop of Lincoln did not communicate to him any of thofe 
** papers which Mr. Daubeny had reqnefled bis Lordfhip to read ; 
** and he prefumed that the Bifhop, as an honelt man, did not com- 
*^ municate to Mr. Daubeny thofe papery which his Lordfhip had 
^ xtquefted fifom Mr. Meade." 

Y 8 
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^^ {he related to the fame lady at Bath, ^ of a carriage 
'^ * being befpoke before the tiial^* is equally without 
^' foundation. 

" I beg to fay, that I mean nothing difrefpe&fiil to 
^* your Lordfhip; but you will give me leave to obferve 
*' an error into. which you* have yourfelf fallen, when 
<^ quoting from a paper of mine, you defcribe me as 
*^ ' juftifying the violation of promifes, becaufeMr.Dau- 
^* ^ beny and I travelled at a joint expence.' I have now 
^^ the paper before me fixmi which you quote, and I ven- 
^ ture to fay that you muft be as ready to correal your 
^^ error^ as I am to marie it. 

^^ I have the honour to be, &c. 
^^ Thefe are only a few of the errors in your paper.'* 

t'o this the Bifhop of Lincoln replied as follows: 

^^ Sir, Buckden Palace, June 24, 1805. 

^^ YOUR letter,, dated June 19th, and direfted to the 
*^ Deanery, St. PaoPs^ in which you defire to fee me, has 
^^ been forwarded to me at this place. If I had been in 
^^ towrt, I fhould have been ready to hesur from yourfelf 
^^ any thing which you might have wifhed to date to me; 
^' but as I do not expe& to be there for feveral months,* 

* The Bifliop appears to have loft the opponuoity of correding 
hb miftakesy by filling ioto that error which mifled others ; as 
Mrsk Bamfton, Mn. M. Bamitony &c who, after hearing volomes 
of calumny agaiiift Mrs. Meade, were feduoed imo a perfuatkm tbac 
they ought never to lee her. The resfiMi £i>r which was-plaia 
enough ( <* truth would have come out, and fkUacy would have 
'^ been expofed." Even their letters ufually contained a conunandp 
^ that so anfwcr Cbouki be given.'' But how came the Bi(hop of 
Xincclntorunintofttchatrap? Whoa lie fleppedfi>rwardfiPS(^A/ 
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• 

^< I tti\x& beg leave to trouble you in writing with a few 
^^ obfervations upon the contents of your laft letter^ and 
^^ alfo of that which I received from you^ dated May 18. 
'^ It certainly would have been a fource of great fatisfac- 
'^ tion to me if I could have been the means of reitoring 
^ peace in a divided femily; and with that view I took 
'^ the liberty of dating without referve where the blame 
^' appeared to me to lie, and of calling upon theoifending 
'^ party^ in the moil folemn manner Tcould^ to make that 
'^ fort of acknowledgment which I thought moft likely to 
'^ lead to this very defirable obje<ft. Be aflurcd, Gr, that 
^^ what I faid upon this point proceeded from no unkind 
'^ motive towards you and Mrs. Meade, but from a real 
^^ regard to your moil fubflantial and lailing intereils. If I 
^^ had not looked beyond this world; if I had not thought 
^^ that the facred laws of religion and morality had been 
^^ violated ; I iliould mod certainly not have ufed the 
*' Ilrong cxprefiions which I did. 

^^ I have read both your letters with all the attention in 
^^ my power^ and I mull take the liberty of faying that 
'^ tliey do not contain a fingle circumilance tending to 
^^ invalidate the conclufions^ which I have drawn. In 
^^ drawing thefe conclufions^ I have not relied upon the 
*^ alfertion of Mr. Daubeny^ or of any other perfon ; I 
'^ have in every inflanee quoted my authorities^ and you 
*' have not even attempted to (hew that my inferences are 

Jhr^ to reverie a jadgmentof law, and to overthrow chara^lersy was 
it not his duty to fee and bear MOdssi Was be not bound by 
every Jaw which (bonld govern meot at leaft to reftraio the impa^ 
Hence and puUicatioo of his attackf until be could fee that party 
who 1 ad afllired bim that in eiery page of bis paper there wem 
impofiuotts and «rror? But a fnare feems to have been laid, ainl 
hii Lordlhip ran into it! 
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'^ unjuft. Granting every thing which you mention to 

'^ be correal and accurate, my authorities and conclufions 

*' will remain unaflefted. The evidence which I have 

" produced was not before the court at the trial; if it had, 

*^ I am perfuaded that the fentence would have been dif- 

'^ ferent. If the Bifliop of Bath and Wells did not pro- 

** nounce Mrs. Meade perjured, he gave an unequivocal 

*^ proof of his being fatisfied with refpeft to Mr. Dau- 

*^ beny, by licenfing him to the Free-Church at Bath, 

*^ after a full inveftigation of the cafe between you and 

^^ Mr. Daubeny ; and I have Dr. Mofs's authority to fay, 

'^ that his father did exprefs the mod complete fatisfac- 

^^ tion with refpefk to Mr. Daubeny's character. The late 

*^ Archbifliop of Canterbury, who was confulted as being 

** a fubfcriber to the Free-Church, gave his full confent 

^^ and approbation to Mr. Daubeny's appointment to the 

*^ Free-Church. The prefent Bifliop of Salifbury, in 

^^ whofe diocefe Mr. Daubeny has a living, has lately 

*^ given a ftrong proof of his good opinion of him.* The 

'* Bifliop of Durham, in two letters which I have received 

*^ from him fince I left town, fays, * With the cha- 

'^ ^ raiSler of Mr, Charles Daubeny I am well acquainted; 

• Mr. Meade leaves it to the comnion fenfe of every reader to 
estimate this mode of reafoning. If he had thought proper to reft 
on fuch arguments, he too might have quoted authorities; perhaps 
he might have ventured to name every perfon, without exceptton, 
who has heard his ftatement. He is not without the authority of 
venerable tnfhops to oppofe to his Lordfhip; the late Bifliop of Ox- 
ford wrote to him that the cafe was fo clear, that he thought Mr. 
Meade gave himfelf unneceflary trouble to write on it at all. Mr. 
Meade has the original ; and he relates the circumftance only be- 
caufe he would meet the Bifhop of Lincob on every ground, eve© 
when hi8lx)rdfliip adopts authorities in the place of reafon aiul proo^ 
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'^ ^ and have always tinderftood^ fix)m thofe who know-. 
^' * him beft, that his character is not only above the reach 
** ^ of cenfure^ but even of fufpicion.' ^ Of Mr. Daubeny's 
*' ^ merits I have already written in a language, with which 
^' ' the wanneil of his friends muft be fatisfied. That I 
'^ ^ miftook what fell firom him in converfation refpefting- 
'^ ^ Dr. Blayney's letter, I readily admit ; and that in- 
^' ' confequence I made ule of terms to his difadvantage. 
^^ ^ As foon as I difcovered my miilake, I endeavoured, 
'* ^ and continue endeavouring, to feize every opportunity 
" ' of doing him ample juftiee. You have my free leave 
^^ ^ to give every degree of publicity to this declaration 
*^ ^ which you may judge expedient/ 

^^ Mr. Daubeny's conduct upon the continent might 
^^ have been exadlly what you fiate it to have been, and 
*^ yet it would not juftify a breach of promife in you and 
^^ Mrs. Meade; much lefs would it afieft the queftions, 

whether Mrs.BamOon gave her confent to her daughter's 

marriage, or whether the words faid to have been fpoken 
"^ by Mr. Daubeny prevented the marriage. I by no 

means controvert any thing you fay refpedling Mrs. 

Meade's conduA fubfcquent to the trial, or the degree 

of eftimation in which her charader is held by her ac- 
^^ quaintance, or in the neighbourhood in which (he lives. 
^^ Whether the wedding-day was or was not fixed before 
^' the trial, or whether the carriage was or was not or- 
*f dered; it is certain that Mrs. Meade, in January 17d^y 
*^ announced to her mother her intention of marrying',' 

and that fhe adually did marry ten days* after the trial. 
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* She neither did annoance her intention of marrying^ as ftated 
bytheBifliop,nordidfheadhzallymanry ten days after the trial. 



<' Mfi. TMrtline defire's tne to refer you to Mifs Mftclaine 
^' for * iAoYt cdrre^i ftatement of what (he faid to her in 
^' frtoate conversation as the friend of her fifter^ who 
*' iJone was prefent* Mrs. Tomline recolle&s baritig 
^' faid to Mifs Macliine, ^ ihe underftood the marriage of 
** ' Mri. Meade was determined upon before the trial, 
^^ ^ (tiot that the day was fixed;) and that even the car^^ 
^' * riage had be6n previoufly ordered:' but ihe is equally 
^^ confident that ihe 'added at the fame time that * thefei 
** * circumilanc^ then refted upon Mr. Daubeny's au- 
^^ ' thority ; that it was the Biihop's intention to apply 
'^ ' to Mr* Meade for his papers ; that his opinion would 
^^ ^ be founded wholly upon indifputable evidence ; and 
<^ ' that till both fides of the queilionhad been examined, 
'' ' it was impoflSble to form a decided opinion with re«» 
** < fpeft to affertions/t Mrs. Tomline defires me to iky 
*^ further^ that from that time to the prefent hour ihe has 
'^ never mentioned any of the circumilances, or given 
^' any 6pini6n upon tiie fubjed^ except to her fiiler; coo^ 
*' fidering it ai improper in her, to fay any thing iipOA 
^^ the fubje£i:, till I had fent my opinion to you and Mr, 
<' Daitbeny, and ihe has never fitice been in company 
^^ where it has been mentioned. We both however beg 
^^ to be Underilood as thinking ourfelves at liberty to cx<> 
" prtfs qur Conviction, whenever we fee proper occafion, 
^' that Mr. Daubeny*8 character is fully vindicated from 
^ every charge brought againft him in confequtnce of 
'^ this unhappy affair $ Inii in doing this, we ihall ftndi^ 

t Adtpit^ng this ibtement to be oorred, it would thcD appear 
that thefe unfounded ftories were firft tp be circulated by the Bifiic^'a 
£unily» to poifoti the imhds of Mr. Meade^s firiend^ and ^/hrymrd^ 
the ipifhop was tQ eDgoire ifitQ their tntth as aQ ailitratwr! I! 



*^ oufly avoid, is &r at may h9, al! difcuffion of Mrs. 
'^ Meada'ft conduct* 

*^ I am. Sir, yottt obedient fetvant, 

*^ G. LINCOLN/* 

Mr. Meade in reply wrote two letters, from which thqi 
following are extra&s. 

Mr. Meads to the Bifiiop of Lincoln. 

** My Lord, June 29, 1805. 

'* AS your letter proves nothing in reply to niine^ t 
'^ beg to tell you fo, that you may not mifconftrue my 
^ (ilence. And your Lordfhip having voluntarily entered 
^^ on this bufinefs, I will not trouble you with apologies 
'^ for another letter, though it may be i^ long one. Yout 
^ perfuafion that you have fully vindicated Mr. Daubenyj 
^^ is a fubjeft on which it is needlelB to exprefs my opi- 
'^ nion, becaufe it is of little concern to me. The affer* 
'^ tion is no doubt a fingular one from a private perfon^ 
*^ who fought out and liftened to one party, and did not 
^^ lee the other; although Mrs. Tomltne aiTured a lady in 
" Bath of your impartiality, and that you were deter* 
'' mined not to liften to parties or to partifans. It is the 
^^ attack on my wife that alone concerns me ; it is, as 
*' your Lordfhip exprefles it, *^ your endeavours" to 
^ prove, that fhe is a perfon of loft charai6ler, that may be 
^ worth my notice* It is the application to her <^ fuch 
^ expreffions, as, ^ conviAed of faUe-fwearing, and 
^ ' bemg thereby loft to all credit,' that may induce my 
^ attention, or that of her fiiends and relatives. An4 
^ truly ttcjr may well wond«r at your paper, when the 






333 ArPESTDIV. 

*^ ground of one of your objei^ions bad fuch an tSeSt on 
^ an Arcbbifliop's niind^ ^ that if he had no other proof 
of her integrity^ that alone would have convinced biro 

^ of it !' And another eminent divine who alfo carefblly 
<^ examined the fame fubjed, has exprciled himfelf in a 
^ letter to his friend in terms of the warmed edeem and 
•* admiration of what yonr Lordfhip condemns, 

*^ My laft letter having only profeffed to- lead yoti t9 
^ (ufpend your opimons, I dated my readinefs to give 
** you reafons for it ; and therefore T went into no proofs. 
^ How cait y«m fay then that I difproved nothing? But 
^ ia ii nothing to point out direct untruths and mifrepre- 
^ {eolations ? I proved that one confident unqualified 
^ ailertion was abibkitely unfounded. It is recited ia 
^ youi paper^ tbftt ^ Brfliop Mofs pronounced Mrs. Meade 

^ perjured^ if ever a woman was fo.' I proved that hia 

Lordflup ^ never pronounced her peryured^ nor ever 
*^ ^ laid^ or wrote, or encouraged the writing or faying^ 
•• * wy thing whatever^ that reflected on her charaAer/ 
Do not evade this point by telling me the Biihop 

had a good opinion of Mr. Daubeny^ That is nothing 
'^ to the purpose. I am only fure that the Bifhop pofi- 
**^ tively denied what Mr. Daubeny pofitively aflerted 
'* refpcdiing Mrs, Meade^ and what you have recited froro 
^* Mr. Daubeny. 

^ Is it nothing to difpvQ^e dories^ related from Mrs. 
^^ Tomline as fa£ls^ and recited alfo in your paper } fto- 
'^ rics utterly without foundatipn^ invented to impofe on 
f* the incSiutious.; difproved by Mr. Goddard's corres- 
«* pcmdence with Mrs. Meade*s uhcle^ and even by a 
*' coachmaker in Long-Acre ? You are even miftakcn 
^^ in ftaung the time of Mrs. Mi^e'ikmarriage^i althougli 
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^^ To extreme to mark what you call an inaccuracy in 
*^ others. Is it nothing to (hew how your Lordfliip has 
*^ mifreprefented me, and argued from that mifreprefen- 
'^ tation to injure my character? I have nothing to do 
*^ with the opinions you quote in favour of Mr. DauJbenyV 
^^ chara&er; and I fcom to quote teftimonies in favour of 
^^ my wife, of whom there is but one opinion among the 
*' good and wife who know her. If Mr. Daubeny has 
^^ calumniated her, his writing well or his knowing muck 
^^ will be but a poor palliation for him. I neither aJk or 
^^ care whether all thofe from whom you proclaim his 
^^ chara6ler, ever iaw the man when they praifed the theo^ 
^^ logian. I never trouble myfelf with his charader^ I 
'^ aft only in defence of my own. But as you dwell on 
" the Biihop of Durham, truth enables me to fay, that 
*^ after he had attentively perufed all Mr.Daubenyhad to lay 
^' before him, ten years ago, and had as attentively heard 
^^ my cafe, his Ix>rd{Iup gave an opinion now before me^ 
^^ which fo difpleafed Mr. Daubeny, that the Bifliop oftea 
^^ faid, he would not for many years fpeak to his Lord^ 
*^ (hip. And as to the ftory respecting Dr^ BUtyney^t 
^^ opinion^ the letters now on my table from Mrs. Blay-*- 
^' ney, and from that refpeftable clergyman whom the 
^' Biihop of Durham employed to enquire into the truth 
*^ of that ftory, both prove it an impofition, and that hiis 
^^Lord(bip having made enquiry, exprefled bimfelf 
^^ fatisfied there was no foundation for the ftory. In 
*' your letter you fey, * that you quoted authorities, and 
^^ ^ that I have not ibewn your inferences to be unjuft.* 
*' How could I ? You have never fcen mc, nor any one 
^^ on my part, nor did I know what your objeft was, 
f ^ imtil I few yoiur manufcript of forty-one pages* Con- 
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** Tcrfing during three weeks with Mr. Daubeny, with 
*^ none but his party^ your Lordihip never wifbed to fee 
^' a friend of mine; nor in truth did I even know that 
<< you were in Bath, when you were judging me^ with my 
" enemy at your elbow as a counfellor. 

*^ It is irapoflibk to go into many proofs in a letter ; 
^^ but I would afk your Lordfhip a few queftions^ which 
^ may induce you to wifh you had been a little more 
^^ cantiooSk Did you ever enquire who conveyed to Mrs. 
**Barnfton the report of her daughter's evidence? or 
^ whether fte fairly knew what it really was; or in whofe 
^' ftyte of writing the letters were, which are produced 
'^ as her's> or what thofe perlbns thought of them to whom 
*' they were addreflfed? Did you know that before ^he 
*^ trial it was threatened that (he ihould oppofe her daugh- 
'^ ter*s evidence; and that it was afierted after the trial, 
^ that (be would have oppofed it^ if ihe had known it ? 
^ Did you ever bear that my attorney (by hia miftake 
^ indeed) fubpcenaed Mrs, Barnfton^ and that hearing of 
'' ber agitation I difpenfed with her and her fitter on 
^ account of their age and diftrefs ? Did you enquire 
*' what was really the verdiA ? for- Lord Kenyon's ques- 
*^ tkm^ and the jury's reply, would have rendered much 
^' of your reafoning nugatory. And as f had a plot t6 
^ deceive Mr. Danbeny, and to obtain Mifs Bamfton^ 
^^didyott know that I never thought (^ going to the 
^^ party until after fix months folicitation from Mr. 
•*Daubeny? 

And now I will haften to the chief obje£b of my 

letter without attending to your general opinions, it not 
^ being important to me^ whether in thefe you are righr 
^^ or wrong. The points at iiSae between your IierdAiip 
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** and me are direft falfehoods which have hcen aiTerted 
.** refpeding me, and are recited in your paper. 

^^ The ftories which a lady in Bath underdood from 
^^ Mrs. Tomlioe, being difavowed by the latter, I infift 
*^ upon it that they be given up as unfounded by your 
^' Lord^ip, they having obtained a place in your long 
^^ paper. I declare them to be abfolutely £dfe. I refer 
^ you to proofs, and I pledge my. honour to what I fay, 
^' There ib not a (liadow of foundation for the calumny. 

*' I muft now addrefs myfelf immediately to your 
^* Lordfhip on your own account, and I call upon you 
^^ as a Bifliop, and as a man of confciencc, to do jufticc« 
*^ You applied for a paper of mine, and you have mif* 
^^ quoted and mifreprefcnted it, and on that mifreprden- 
'^ tation you have aUacked and argued againft the moral 
^' chara3:er of my wife and myiclf. I hereby call on you 
^^ to acknowledge your error, to rctra^l that attack, and 
^^ all the arguments built upon it. It is nothing tio 
*^ the purpofe what your peculiar opinion may be of tlie 
^^ binding force of promifes, though obtained by deoep- 
^^ tion ; I have only to do with a fa6l concerning myfelf, 
*^ I aver, and I have proved, that you have divt&\y mis* 
<^ reprcfented me, and that on that foundation you have 
^^ argued to the injury of my good name. 

^^ The paper I fent you is now before mej it was even 
^^ noted by fome one while your Lordfliip had it, noted 
^^ in ill-fpclt Italian, and falfely corre&ing me in theag^ 
*^ of my wife. I truft your Lordihip will l|e as ready 
'^ to acknowledge the errors into which you have fallen, as 
'^ you were, to point out the duty of it to others. And 

afluring you that in fupporting my good xiaaie^ and 

w^at is equally dear to me^ the good xume oi'my wif^ 
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'^ I have never meant^ and I hope you will not perceive 
*^ any thing perfonally difrefpeftful to you. 

*^ I remain^ &c. &c. 

\ ^^ T. Meade/* 

No reply was given to this. 

Mr. Mbadb to the Bi(hop of LiNCOLif« 

My Lord, July 14tb. 

I cannot help again calling on you to a& up 
*^ to the principles you have laid down. When I repro- 
" bated the charges againft my wife, and wrote to you 
*^ that I was ready to meet and convince you of their 
*• falfehood, you fay that 1 proved nothing. When I 
** adopt your mode of reafoning, and fix on fome points, 
*' and completely prove them to be falfe, in order to give 
** you an opportunity of exercifing your own pofition^ 
^' * that a perfon once detedled in falfehood is not to be 
*^ * afterwards credited ;' when I prove that what you 
*^ recited on the authority of Mr. Daubeny is falfe, as to 
** Bifhop Mofs's pronouncing Mrs. Meade perjured, you 
** quit the untenable ground of Mr. Daubeny's veracity, 
^^ and tell me, that the Bifhop had a good opinion of 
*^ him, and licenfed him to the Free-Church. When I 
^' refer you to Admiral Stanhope for a falfehood aflerted 
'^ in his name refpe6ting me, your Lordfhip takes no 
** notice of it. When I declare the iiories related by 
^^ Mrs. Tomline to be utterly without foundation, you 
*^ reply^ * that (he told them on Mr. Daubeny's autho« 
^^ ' rity, and that fhe faid you intended afterwards to 
•* * enquire/ 

• ^* When the whole life and character of Mrs. Meade 
^^ are t^tiooed to you vi being of themfelres fufficient 






^ proof againft the guilt imputed to her^ yon proROttnce 
^ her charader to be nothing to the purpofe ; yet with 
•* an air of confidence you produce as proof for Mr^ 
^ Daubeny^nhat fome Biihops thought highly of him as 
^^ a theologian. And when I prove that your Lordihip 
*' miireprefented me, you &y it is nothing to the other 
** points. 

'^ Is this the honourable amends yon make for tlie 
^' ftain you have endeavoured to fix on Mrs. Meade'j 
^^ character ? . Is not this proteding a favourite thet^-' 
gian at iheexpence of juftice^ candour, and innocenpe? 
As to your declining todifcufs Mrs. Meade's chara^kr 
in future, I would hail it as a fign of your banning 
to fufpeft that your difeuffious and your exertions hsve 
been hafty and unjuft. And as you called on Mrs. 
* Meade for that ftrength of mind that enables ns to con- 
•* fcfs the truth, though to our temporal difgrace, let me 
^' intrcat you to receive your own excellent advice from. 
*' the pen of a layman. 

- ^' Confefs the flory about Biiliop Mofs to be £iHe, and 
*^ give up the reafoning you have built on it Do the 
fame by the ftories related by Mrs. Tomline ; and ac- 
knowledge that the arguments you brought againft my 
*^ charader^ on the foundation of a paper which you had 
•^ yourfelf mifreprefenled, were unfairly applied. 

" When you have done this, I will give you farther 
'^ proofs on proofs, that you have been deluded in other 
^' points by mifreprefentations, and by that bias which 
.<< feems to have blinded your eyes and (hut up your ears. 
^^ Afk yourfelf, my Lord, whether you have a&ed 
^^ with impartiality and juflice, whether you have done aa 
ft yg^ would 5^ ^^^ i^y^ Place yourfelf in my £tuatk>n; 
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^ and then eonficler the outrage oflertd to the honour ani 
^ good name of my y^ik, and you will yourfelf juftify the 
^ part I have afted. 

^^ Elevated though you are^ we are both equally to be 
c^ judged by God and by man. 

/^ I have your own authority for the difficulty of Qon« 
^' fefling errors ; to you it muft be doubly difficult after 
^^ the hafty fteps you have taken ; but it will be doubly 
*' honourable to you ; and I require it of you once more^ 
^^ as a man^ as a Chriftian^ and as a biihop. 

"I remain^ &c. jBcc, 

'' T. Meade/' 

No anfwer being given to thefe letters^ and Mr. Meadt 
having drawn up a reply to his Lordfliip, wrote onoe 
more to him. 



Mr. Meadb to the Bishop of Lincolit. 

^ Chadey-Lodge, Sept 17, 1805* 
« My Lord, 

^' I HAVE juft finifted a refHj to your LordMkip'i 
^^ paper of brty-ooe pages; in doing winch, various pccu- 
^* pations have much interrupted me. 

'^ I believte I have left no part untoi^cbftd. 

^^ Under an aflPronl to my wife, fo public aild mafm^ 
^^ voked, imderfuch eq^reiSoiis and {hocking chaigea aa 
<^ are contained in your paper^ ibmetfaing muft be ddne. 
'^Whatthsitmaybe^muft^apeiidoaJi^i^, B«tb«fbr« 



** I proeeed ferther, I would once more fay to your Lord- 
** (hip, that if reflection has opened your eyes^ and you 
^^ are difpofed to acknowledge the grofe impofitiond prac- 
'* tifed on you ^ I am ftill ready to accept your acknow- 
• ** ledgments. Confcious of my own motives^ I feel no 
^^ humiliation in thus condefcending to write again to a 
^^ perfon who, after having circulated unheard-of charges 
^* againft my wife, declined to anfwer two letters written 
"^ by me, pointing out fome of your errors, and propofing 
*^ to convince you of the reft, 

Ik 

" I am not one of thofe men who like to fpeak evil of 
^^ dignities. Educated a member of the eftabliihed church, 
'* and I truft a finccre one, I am not indifferent to the 
^' wounds which our religion often receives from the con- 
*' duct of its members^ 

^^ There are few cafes more marked than this in 
** which we are concerned. 

^^ It will not be confidered as an indifferent matter 
^^ that unfounded ftories and palpable mifreprefentations 
^' are circulated againft a lady, in order previoufly to de^ 
** grade her, wbofe charad:er it is intended to deftroy. 

*^ Your Lordfhip is pleafed to fay, in your letter dated 
'^ in July, ^ that you fhoufd difcufs Mrs. Meade's condudl 
^^ ^ as tittle as may be/ I rcjefl and I deprecate yout 
*^ concefHon. I fear only private ftories, and privaU 
^^ communications. Let her condu£t be but fairly dis^ 
^' cuffed,and both her innocence and her enemies' difgrace 
^^ muft be manifefted. But if your Lordfliip really mean 
^' to reftrain your difcuflSons, what do your relations mean 
" by circulating at this time the charges againft Mrs. 
^ Mea«k under your name ? 
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'^ Can your Lordfliip, even after what you have heard/f 
*^ flill perfift in charging perjury f Will you ftill de- 
'^ fend the expreflions you have applied to Mrs* Meade^ 

• The reader has already feen the weaknefs of the pretences 
to wound Mrs. Meade. The Bifhop refts much of his argii* 
ment on the reprefentation which he makes of her mind, as pre- 
vioufly determined to comply with her mother, and therefore 
that nothing elfe could have affeded her. No doubt, if the fimple 
queftion had been, whether (he would give up her happinefs to her 
mother, her reply would have been, yes! beciufe no daughter 
could feel for a parent more affection and duty. But her mother 
had given her confent to her afting for herfelf, and never made any 
perfonal objc^ons to her choice. Mifs Barnfton's refiftance was in 
fa6t to the influence over her mother of an interefted perfon, whofe 
©flforts to defeat her happinefs (he confidered herfelf as confcienti- 
pufly juftified in oppofing. ** Mr. Daubeny heard you tell me," 
fays (he, in a letter to her mother in O^ober 1790, ** that you wiihed 
*' me to confult my own happinefs, and that I was of an age to 
•* judge for myfelf." She then defcribes him as labouring to reader 
Mr. Meade odious in her mother's eyes ; and adds, " attached to 
.•* Mr. Meade on the beft principles, can I facrifice my happineis t9 
** Mr, Daubeny^ s anger ?^^ She then appeals to her mother, faying, 
•* rhsXjIje hopes Jlje fiall alnuays be able to fubfcribe herfelf her moft 
'«' dutiful, becaufe no power can make her ojherwife than her moft 
^ affe^ionate, daughter.'' And (he concludes with adding, that thde 
icelations to whom in fa6t (he owed the next duties to parents, were 
anxious that fhe (hould make this declaration of her mind and in* 
tendons to her mother; and fhe was indeed then preparing to go 
with them to Bath, to affert her independence. Did not NGfs Bam« 
fton then exprefs to her mother her intentions to a^ Sos herfelf 
as plainly as fhe could do, confiflently with her former habits and 
fentiments ? But after Mifs Bamflon's mind was alarmed by the 
particulars of Mr. Daubeny's charges againft Mr. Meade on thc^ 
fubjed of a will, fhe then indeed gave up all idea of refifUnce, and 
of a(^g for herfelf. '^ Defire Mr. Meade not to think of me, but 
^' to defend his character," fays fhe, in a letter to Mrs. Gunning. 
She no longer urged her nghts and determinations; for the charges 
about the will were neceflarily iirft to be cleared up. And as to 
Mr. Qaubeoy, what juftifipatioociQ^bis fupporters put 10 for him { 



APPENDIX. 3a|j 

" of ' conviaed of falfe fwearingj* ^ of incorrea princi- 
^^ ^ pies ;* * of deceit;' * leading to lying;' and ^ this \qt 
*^ ^ falfe fwearing/ 

^^ I truft, my Lord, when I merely relate thefe few 
• words, and reftrain my pen from any remarks, you 
** will yourfelf not be backward to give me credit for my 
^< forbearance. I will even hope that you will prevent 
** the farther expofureof this affair, and that you will ac* 
^^ knowledge the grofs impofitions praftifed on you. X 
'' promife to accept ihefe acknowledgments^ and to bury 
*^ the whole in oblivion. But to fave trouble to your 
*^ Lordfliip and to myfelf, I muft declare to you that I 
'^ will accept nothing fhort of the moft ample and unr&» 
^ ferved acknowledgments. 

"I remain, &c. T. M.'* 

'* P.S. Since writing the above, I have received letterg 
^ informing me that your paper has not only been circu- 
*^ lated in Bath and London, but is at this time in cir- 
*^ culation in Salilbury alfo. How far this is coniiftent 
*^ with your letter to me in July, I leave to your Lordfliip 
to explain. That this unhappy affair is once more made 
public, I am truly forry : but thofe who have obtruded 
^^ It on the public muft abide by the confequence." 

If his la ft attack on Mr. Meade's charadler was obnoxious in alc^gal 
point of view, was his firft attack lefs fo in a moral view? Will any 
one juftify his violence h-om the beginning, to prevent the union of 
two independent perfons, who fought a fuitable connection with each 
otlier, on principles of virtue and religion ? The pretence that Mrs. 
Barnfton made ferious objedlions is manifeftly founded on quib^ 
bling ; as b the affertion that the flander could not have affe^cd 
ilrs. Meade's mind and condudt 
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The Bifliop replied as follows : 

« Sir, Rily-Grove, Sept. 23, 1803. 

^^ I Yeflcrday received your letter, dated September Ip, 
^^ in which you fay that ^ I declined to anfwer two Iettei% 
*^ * written by you.* I fear therefore that you have not 
^^ received the letter which I wrote to you from Oldfield** 
'^ hall in Chelhire, at the end of July, in anfwer to your 
^^ letter of the 14th of that month. As I prefume that I 
*^ ihall fee your reply to my paper, I (hall at prefent only 
^^ fay that I know nothingor the circulation of my paper. 
** I never gave a copy of it to any one except your- 
^^ felf.and Mr. Daubeny, the two perfons who voluntarily 
*^ cntruft.'d me with their documents, for the exprefs pur-» 
** pofe of my forming an opinion upon the points in 
*^ queftion ; and it fo happens that I have not heard the 
^- fubjeft mentioned (ince I wrote to you from Buckden 
in June. I fee no reafon for acknowledging that 
^ grofs impolitions have been pra6iifed upon me;' but 
'^ I repeat what I faid in my lad letter, that I fhall be 
" always ready to give up any point in which you (hall 
^^ prove that I have been midaken, i underiiand that 
'^ you yourfelf have (hewn your copy of my paper to 
<f feveral perfons at Bath, 

*^ I am, Sir, your obedient fervant, 

^' G. Lincoln." 
Mr. Meade anfwered : 

" My Lord, 

^^ T Received jour Lordfliip's letter of the 23d inftant, 
^^ but I have received no reply to either of my two letters 
'* of the 29th of June or I4th of July, The anfwer which 
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•* you fay you wrote from Chefliirc was probably of no 
*^ great import, or you would have repeated its contents. 

^^ You muft pardon my peremptorily denying that * I 
*^ ^ voluntarily fent my papers to you for the exprefs pnr- 
^ ^ pofe of your opinion.* If 1 had done fo, it would 
'^ only have rendered it more ungenerous to publifh Mrs, 
<^ Meade as convi£ted of falfe fwearing, without your 
*^ haviug once feen her, or any one on her part, or even 
*^ letting her know one Gngle ground on which you judged 
^^ her, until you publiihed her condemnation. But I muft 
^^ deny your aiTertion. A total ftranger to your Lordfliip^ 
^^ I had not heard that you were within a hundred miles 
*^ of Bath, when I received your application for my papers 
'^ through Dr. Randolph and Mifs Maclaine. My part 
^^ was only not to refufe your application. But does not 
^^ your ownmanufcript admit, that you volunteered from 
^^ the intereft you felt on account of Mr. Daubeny as a 
^^ difliuguiihed theologiafl ? 

" I mull alio pofitively deny that I applied for or defired 
^^ your opinicMi. On the contrary, your Lordfhip read 
^^ in one of my firft papers, that I wanted no man's 
^^ opinion ; that I rejeded the pretended and afieded 
'^ demands of a new trial ; that my caufe being decided 
'^ at law, I never would liften to private trials, without 
*' jw^^ jwry, witnefs, oath, or rcftraint; without means, 
^^ or without end/ But that I (hould not refufe a liberal 
^^ enquirer the (atisfi&ion of feeing the grounds of the 
" verdiA. 

** My Lord, I prefume, that even this laft letter of 
^^ your's requires an ample apology. Your Lordfhip pro- 
^* fefles not to have circulated your paper. * Sui /acii 
<^ ^pcr aUump /aeit per sc* I only know that it is 
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^circulating m Bath, London, Salilbury, and eHewhere? 
** It is circulated by your family, obtruded by them even 
•* on ilrangers, who are defired as a favour to read it. 

** Your information that I alfo circatate it, maked racr 
^* fmile. Men do not ufually fpread fuch papers againft 
** themfelves. If, before you had publicly pronounced 
^ on Mrs. Meade, you bad expreffed, as you now do, s 
•* p»efumption that you {hould fee my reply, it would 
•^ have been well on many accounts* But after the publr- 
•* cation of your paper, after your various exertions and 
f' fetters to different perfons, what can I expefl: from your 
** feeing any papers qf mine ? Have you taken any notice 
^* of the letters and arguments I have already fubmitted 
** to you ? Have you honourably retraced the unjuft 
.♦* e^qpreffions you applied to Mrs. Meade? Have you 
** given up as unfounded the ftories related by Mrs. 
** Tomlinc? Have you acknowledged the words afcribed 
•^ to Biftop Mofs to be alfo unfounded? Have you ac^ 
•* knawledged or apologized for your own mifreprefenta- 
•' tions of me ? Yet you prefume that you (hall fee my 
•* reply.. No, my Lord; your mind feems'raade up. 
*^ The pbffon of inveftive has been widely fpread ; and 
** the antidote by which I propofe to correft it, will, I 
*^ truft, be eHbaual. 

^' I am, &c, T, M/* 

The Bifhop in reply wrote the two following letters : 

" Sir, Buckden Palace, Oft. 22, 1805. 

** I Have *been fo much occupied by buiinefs fince my 
*^ return to- Buckden, that it has not been in my power 
^y fooner lO'Ootice j^ouc lettfer of September 28th, I novir 



"^^ enclofe a copy of the letter which 1 w^ote to you fi^om 
*^ Chefliire at the end of July. 

" As you had a full power to withhold your papers, 
^^ and as you communicated ' them to me immediately, 
'^ and. without any objeflioQ^ I mull conQder you as 
f ^ ^ voluntarily fending them to me.' 

*^ If my paper has been circulated in the manner yon 
*' mention, it is certainly without my knowledge; and I 
** do not hold myfelf refponfible for the a£ls of another 
^' perfon which were not authorized by me. 

*^ I am. Sir, your obedient fervant, 

<^ G. Lincoln/' 

Copy of a letter written by the Bifliop of Lincoln to 
Mr- Meade, from Chefhire, at the end of July 1805, and 
which Mr. Meade did not receive 

^^Slr, 

" THE ftileof your letter dated the 29th of last month 
^^ was fuch that I did not think it ncccflary to fend any 
*^ anfwer to it. Your letter dated July 1 4th has followed 
^^ me into Chefhire, and I now take the carlieft op- 
portunity in my power of acknowledging it. I defirc 
to repeat, that I have not admitted any aflirtion upon 
Mr. Daubeny's authority alone as the ground of 
^^ my opinion. What Bifliop Mofs faid of Mrs. Meade 
*^ I have only recited as part of the convcriation which 
^f paffed between Mrs. Meade and Mr. Daubeny. I 
" cannot allow, that you have proved that Bifhop Mofs did 
^ not ufe the expreffion afcribed to him. I did not notice 
what you faid concerning Admiral Stanhope^ becaufe 
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^^ my opnfon eonceming Mrs. Meade's erictence upott 
'^ the trial could not poffibly be afleded by any thing 
^' which he could fay. I cannot allow^ that^ in the cafe 
^' of Mrs. Meade^ general chara&er is to weigh agamft 
** pofitiire evidence : and the opinions of the bifhops I 
•* have mentioned refpecting Mr. Daubeny arc not con- 
•• fined to his character as * a theologian/ All my 
^^ papers upon this fubject are at Buckden; but I am 
'• pretty confident that I have no where faid that * Mrs. 
** * Bamfton was too old and infirm to give evidence againft 
*^ * her daughter/ I have always confidered Mrs. Bam<> 
** fton*s abfence from the trial as proceeding from a very 
*^ different caufe. The accounts of the interview to which 
*^ you allude appeared to me perfectly confident with each 
*^ other; and I muft confider them as agreeing in every 
** eflential point, till it fliall be proved that there is fome 
*^ contradiction between them. Throughout my paper 
*^ I have adduced the authorities upon which my opinion 
*^ and conclufions reft, and fee no reafon to retract or alter 
*^ any thing which I have faid. I (hall be ready to give 
^* up any point in which you fhall prove that I have been 
^^ miftaken; but I can admit nothing on either fide upon 
«^ the unfupported aflertion of the party faimfelf. The 
^^ other parts of your letter do not appear to me to requite 
*^ any anfwer. 

^*^ I am, &c. 

" G. LlNCOLK.^* 

As Mr. Meade*s anfwer only repeats what has appeared 
in the pamphlet, it is needlefs to trouble the reader with 
it. He remonftrated with his Lordfhip on his profeffing 
to give up any points proved to be wrong 3 and yet hold- 
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ihg to thofe which are proved to be fo; He reminded 
his Lordfliip of the confidence placed in him by a ftranger^ 
and of the return made for foch candour, by fetting' that 
flranger's charader afloat in the world by the circulation 
of a long pAper of invedives. And he concluded with 
ftyingf *^ Accuftomed to efteem your writings, and always 
^^ refpe6ling your high iiation, I would not willingly, and 
** I hope I have not in any degree a&ed inconfilU:ntly 
^ with thefe fentiments. If I fpeak or a& with lenfi- 
" bility, your Lordfliip mtift a(k yourfelf what or how you 
^^ would feel, if any man living had uttered againft your 
'^ Lordfliip's wife one half of what you have circulated 
iigainft mine. 
But whatever I may do to proteft the honour and 
*' credit of her £unily, or however I may confider myfelf 
*^ perfonally injured, not a fentiment of revenge^ if I 
^^ know myfelf, affects the mind of, Sec. &c. 

'' T. MEADE." 

]kf r. Meade clofed his Correfpondence with the Bifhop 
by the following letter: 









« 



Chatley. Lodge, March 12; 1806. 
My Lord, 

I Have direfted my bookfeller to convey to you my 
^ reply to the manufcript you were pleafed to fend to me, 
" Your I^rdihip thought proper to apologize, expreffmg 
*^ forrow that you were unable to fend that unexpeded 
^^ and extraordinary paper to nle fooner. It is not to 
^< follow an example thus fet for me, nor is it with any 
^' farcaftic fentunenti ttiat I alfo apologise for not conveying 

A A 
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*^ to you an earlier reply. But it required calm thitfking' 
*' to decide in what manner I (hould notice an injuty 
*^ which, in every point of view, is probably without 
^^ example; and I wifhed alfo to fubdue thofe fentiments 
^^ of irritation which a man muft be fuppofed to feel, on 
^^ feeing a black catalogue of crimes unworthily charged 
^^ on his wife by a ftranger. Above all I \Vas delirous to 
^' learn what was the objc6l or plan of my wife's enemies^ 
^^ and to what extent the affront was to be carried, thaf 
^' my defence might proceed accordingly. And finding 
^^ that the ihduflry in difperfing this poifon is almoft be-' 
'^ yond belief, and little confiftent with that moderation 
*^ which a confcioufnefs of a good caufe would naturally 
^* infpire, I have refolved to adopt a mode of putting down 
^^ this calumny, which I hope will be effeiStual. 

^^ Your Lordfliip thought proper to write a letter, re- 
^^ flcfting on me, to my adverfary; who, from his known 
^^ Gonne<iion with thofe who manage or are concerned 
^^ in a periodical work for the re\new of literary publica-. 
^^ tions, muft be prcfutned to have taken advantage of his 
^^ fituation to introduce into it your Lordfhip's panegyric 
'^ on himfelf, and infult on me ; unconneAed as your 
^^ letter was with the fubje<9: in that Review, and incon- 
^^ fiftent as the publifliing of private manufcript letters is 
^^ with the fcheme of fuch works. Whether this was 
^ manly and honourable, others will judge. How far it 
^' accorded with your Lordftiip's intentions you beft can 
^' tell, who about that time affured me that you gave no 
*^ authority to anyone for publifhing your opinions, even 
** when your own connexions were moft a£live in circu- 
^^ lating your papers. What is a plain perfon to under* 
« Hand by all this ? • . - 
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I hare however the fatigfaAion of knowing that I 
have not returned evil for evil, although the intempe- 
rance of fome of my deluded enemies gave me full op- 

*^ portunity of effeAually wounding ihem. 

" But in whatever manner my defence may hurt them, 

•' they muft charge it on themfelves. They began the 

**^ attack, and I defend myfelf. They circulate, I do the 

*^ fame. If tbe\' flir farther, fo will I, in the mod public 

*' way. 
^^ Your Lordfliip has thought proper to pronounce 

'^ that one of the parties must be guilty. If it muft be 

*^ fo, the world will judge who that is. 

^' I have the honour to be your LonUhip's 

^' Moft obedient fcrvant, 

<■ 

** Thomas Meade.'* 

" P.S. I this moment hear from an Effex gentleman 
*^ that your Lordfhip's paper is circulating in that county.*' 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 



THE BISHOP of LINCOLN having sent 
fo Mr. MEADE what his Lordship terms *^ An Ex~ 
*^ planation of his Conduct and Opinions/^ respecting 
his late extraordinary attack on Mr. Meade's family ; 
this Explanation of his Lordship is now printed by 
Mr. MEADE for the use of those who already have 
the Bishop's frst Attack, as given in Mr. Meade's 
*^ Beplyi" to which this Paper is intended as a 
Supplement. 

The World will be able to judge how far his Lardship 
has vindicated his Conduct by " the Explanation." ^ 
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ABOUT the end of March 1 806, Mr. Meade fent to 
the Bifliop of Lincoln a copy of the ** Seply*^ to 
his Lordfliip, who took no notice of it whatever. 

Some months having elapfed, and a fuggeflion having 
reached Mr. Meade, firom a quarter too refpe£UbIe not to 
claim attention, ^^ that a letter, temperately calling on 
** the Biftiop to acknowledge his miftakes, would proba- 
*' Wy be effedual;" he wrote in confequence a letter, 
from which the following is an extract. 



"July 21, 1806. 
This correfpondence is altogether au unplea- 



4( 



fing one to your Lordfhip, but you will do me the 
^ juftice to recollect that I did not lead you into it. Re- 
** colleft alfo, my Lord, that I had the feelings of a gen- 
'^ tleman and a hufband; and then difpaffionately r«ad 
'^ the unprovoked attack, which, in the hour ofdehifion^ 
" you made on the reputation of my wife. WBrn you 
** have done tliis, I hope you will be ready to make fuch 
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^^ an acknowledgment as a gentleman (hould offer^ and 
*^ a Chriftian (hould accept.* 

To this letter the Bifhop gave no anfwer during three 
months. At length, however, Mr. Meade received the 
following. 



€C 



Sir, • Riley 'Giwef Oct. 25, 1806. 



a 



I Lament exceedingly, that, by a variety of bu- 
" finefs and engagements^ and abfencc from Buckden, I 
*' have hitherto been prevented from reading your book 
^^ with the attention I wiflicd. I have been detained in 
** Lincolnfhipe longer th^ I expcfted,; but I hope to pe- 
" turu to Buckden the end of next week. I (haU make 
*' a point of devoting my firfi. leifure to the perufal of 
•^ yourv book; and I hope it will not be Iqxig a&er my re- 
^^ turn into HuaUngdonfhire, before L fhall be able ta 
** wjite to. yxHj fully on the fubjeft. In the mean time 
*^ Ij deiire to repeat, that if I fee occafion to change my 
" opinijop,. I (ball ackpowJedge it without any hefitation^ 

^ I am, Sir^ 

*^ Your obedient fervant, 

'^ G. LINCOLN." 

Mr. Meade, well aware, from former correfpondence 
with his Lordfliip, of what he had to expeft aftpr thf 
above letter, replied as follows. 



•' Mr. Meade alfo added to the above letter the teftimony of a 
clergyman (a fti-anger to him) in fupport of " slu important Ja/f 
**• whichiha4 been related, by Mrs. Meade, and denied by Mr.Dau^ 
** beny;" and for the proof of which Mr. Meade prqpofed tatiefir 
his Lordilhip to that clergyman ! 
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"MyLoud/ Omfleyj '0(fl.3i, igc«: 
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. '.^ I HAVE juft reeeiired youf LcMrdfhipV ktler of 
^^ the 25th inft.; and if it be meant as aofAliiwji^r to miim 
'/ gf.Julif iasi^ I beg to fay^ that in that letterrlrd^fired 
'^ only ^a a^knowledgflaent of your mtftake^; Aichacv 
fcnowledgtnefnt^ I meati, as widiikl raife you imih^ 
efteem of every good and wife nan in the kingdom-.' 
^^ I did not then, or at any time, apply for your opinions; 
nor can I fay^ that the opinion of any individual is now 
of cotifequelTcre tb'lhe. I owe to your Lordfhip that I 
hav£ had the opportunity of laying this affair before the 
world; and you are probably no ftranger to the general 
*' feeling on the fubjeft. 

' ** FVotti the candid and^&bKging teftttt'of yttur letter, 
^ I couM lAinoft i^rfge «i^ho^ that yt^w Ij^ibip had 
'^participated in 1h<^ g«n«ralfertfarioh ; %«tln*uft check 
'^ that hope, when I recolleft that, two years ago, a letter 
'^ from your Lordfhip, with fimilar profeffions, was the 
itVrtnediate prelude t6 youf attack on Mrs. 'Meade, 
^nd I cannot but think.it an inaufpiciou^ iymptom, 
that you began and finifhed tbat attack in lel^ than sijo 
weeks ; . and that more than slc months are^ el^Xqd, be- 
"fore you can find leifure to, read the defence ^ with thft 
*\f attention you wifh.* . ; 

You are pleafed to fay, ^ tf you fee caufe to change 
' your opinion^ you will acknowledge it without any 
'^ * hefitation.' But I cannot forget that yourLordfliip 
*^ ufcd nearly the fame words laft September twelvemonth^ 
*^ whgi uutruthfi upon untruths had been, pointed .«ut to 
'* you. 
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^^ ^Jfy^^ *^^ cduse!* My Lord^ if you had read my 
'^ book even as you fuggefi;, I fhould conceive that you 
^* could not fleep one night in your bed, without making 
'^ apologies to that lady whom you fb cruelly and uli« 
«* juftly a^rfed, i 

^^ Some however of my friends, and former advocated' 
'^ of your Lordihip^ flatter themfe]ves that you are pre- 
** paring to make a(x>logies. If it ibbuld be fo, you (hiiH* 
^* not find me among the laft to do you juftice. . : .: . • 

^^ I am, my Lord, 
^[ Your Lordfliip's obedient fervant, 

' ^'T. Meade/' * 



In a (hort time Mr. Meade repeiy^d from the Bidiop 
the following paper, which prqired-tbat his 9pinim of hlft- 
Lordfhip's intentions ivas not ilUiouaded. 



^^SiR, Buckden^Palace, Dec. 1^^ isp^ 

*' I Beg leave to repeat my real concern, that ihdiQfen-. 



*^ fabk engagements, both of a public and private nature^ 
^^ have unavoidably prevented tne from reading your bbok^^ 
^^ till very lately, with that attention which the fubji^ 
^^ demands, and without which it was impoffible ioir me* 
^^ to form any decided opinion of its contents; but as 
*^ you exprefs yourfelf fatisfied with the reception your 
^^ book has met with, this delay cannot be confldered by 
*' you as of any great importance. 

^^ It is not to be imagined, that after all that has pafled^ 
*' I ihould think myfelf at liberty to judge of the various 
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* matter brought forward by you in defence of your 
'' caufe^ without enquiring of Mr. Daubeny what he could 
*^ fay in reply j" [the rule i8 a good one; why did not bis 
Lordihip apply it on both fides?] '^ efpecially as I found 
" that fgarcely a fingle fa£t or circumftance which im- 
'* mediately concerns myfelf^ and falls within my owa 
^^ knowledge^ is corre£Uy ftated. I do not think it ne«> 
^ ceflary for me to notice the numerous mifreprefenta-^. 
^^ tions which make fo large a part of your volume^ fome 
^ of which ought certainly to be difproyed by Mr, Dau* 
^ beny in as public a manner as they have been circu* 
^ lated/' [The reader will obferve, that the Bifhop terms 
Mr. MeadeVaflertions ^mifreprefentations^' on the autho- 
rity of Mr. Daubeny; and^ on the other hand^ his Lord* 
fhip aflumes that all Mr. Daubeny's aflertions are faSts^ 
without reference to Mr. Meade!] ^^ I Ihall confine my 
^^ obfervations to fuch pafiages of your book as will ena- 
^^ ble me to explain my own condud: and opinions. 

^' In page 1 1 you fay^ ^ among the families in Bath 
^^ ^ which zealoufly fupported the caufe of Mr. Daubeny, 
^' ^ Mrs. Maltby and her daughter particularly interefted 
'^ f themfelves; clofe connexions of the Biihop of Lin- 
^^ ' coin,— one being his mother-in-law, and the other 
" * his fifter-in-law.' In this you are entirely miftaken: 
^' neither Mrs. or Mifs Maltby had any acquaintance with 
'^ Mr. Daubeny at the time of my vifit to Bath; nor hajd 
^^ they formed any opinion on the cafe in queftion,'' 
[If this be a fad;, is it not moft curious that people 
fhould be fo bufy about perfons of whom they knew 
nothing? But that Mifs Maltby ' had previoufly jfdrw^rf 
^ same opinion on the cafe in queftion' appears from a 
fpcech acknowledged by herfelf.] 



^' In the fame p«ge you %, ^ ijb^ B^k^ i»cet?cd iei- 
<^ ^ prefllions from Mr^ P^nbenyy and ff09i his iidw^cates 
<^ ^ and partizanst/ To Uii^ a&rtioa I mi\&, giiv^e ;a dire6l 
^^ denial." {Mr. Meade 4»d »oi fay tib^ the SiOMp had 
previous ^ acquainia^i^ vvi(h ft|r. D^ubeny^' 2cc. But 
did not bis Lord/hip, fi>r ^iWi^ f^a^m f^atii^ to libia 
iubje&» cdU upo0^ and fipfirn ^wsq^aio^ance witb> Mr. 
Daubefiy htflaTdf^ md ^i^ bi» htrnV/f ^id witb ib^fe 
perlbns aund fani^ks in ^h^ wbo are iroo/iderod there as 
Mr. Daubeny 'a warmeft advi9c;ilie& ? DU hu Lprdfihip d^ 
th€ same by Mr. Meade ?] ^ I bad no acqttaiiNlMce> 
^ nrith Mr. Daubenyji or with any of btf tdvoeatea^ or^ 
^ partizana, un]da either of ibofe wiOfds iiMy be i^liiad. 
<^ to a lady I have mentioned in my paper/' [Mr. MeWe^ 
19 not infeafible <^ the pain it fivers to per£ppg of deUca^tir 
minds, to have t^eir nam^introdM^ mU>^ Aib)^ of i4i^ 
nature; and be h«3 tberefpre avoided it aa much aa poffible. 
He afiureg the lady referred to by the Biftop, that he' 
has not an atom of refentment againft her: on the con<- 
tjrary, he acknowledgeijB to have heard^ through a quarter 
vhicb he believes to be trnth itfdf, that that lady ia 
very amiable. Her ft^pport of Mr. Daubeny w^ not 
unnatural: having beard ime fide, fhe {aa is ufual) 
thought it right. Indeed Mr. Meade U glad to take this 
opportunity of faying, that he hag no enmity even s^ainft 
Mt. Daubeny's moft zealoua fupportcrs. He complains 
on]y of thofe, who, having proofi^ before their eye^ pf 
what is wro9g, will (lijl oppofe the right.] *^ The b^ 
'^ proof I can give of my not having received impreflions 
'^ from converfation or unfupported aflertion is, th^t 
*^ throughout my paper I have quot^ed authorities on evei^" 
** important point. 



.SUPPLEMENT* 9 

' •* in page 1« you fay, ^ the Bifhop pretends to an au- 
^ ^ tborky (}afaa)Ount to law/ I pretend to no fuch 
^^ authori^, I do m>t call in queftion the viprdiA accor- 
^^ ding to the evidence before the court. The documents 
ff which I f&w were not before the court at the trial. 
^ Why they were not, is a queftion with which I have no 
f« coacem/' [The Bifhop had concern an it j for if he 
bad enquired, he would have learned that the docunientt 
^ zt^iY Tioi before the court ,' hecaufe they could not have 
been Supported there.] ^' It is fufficient for me to know 
^^ :Uut it was the deliberate opinion of able lawyers, that 
^^ if ihofe documents had been produced, the verdiA 
^ would have been different.'' [Did able lawyers give ap 
opinion ia Mr. Daubeny 's favour, after reading Mr. Meade*8 
documents ? Does not the Bifhop kiK>w that men come off 
with di%race in fuits at law every day, becaufe they de- 
cide their oounfel with ftatements that cannot be fup- 
ported ?] ** It ieems difficult to conceive, why I fhould 
^^ apply for your papers, or you * with pleafure* fend them 
^ to me, if it were not for the purpofe of my forming an 
^opinion; and indeed in your letter of June 19, 1805, 
^' you lay, ' that I have taken up an opinion contrary to 
*^^your expe&ation,' and confequently you expefted 
^ that I fhould form an opinion. You fent me all the 
^f papers you pleafed, and it is fome fatisfa£lion to me to 
*^ obfervc, in the note of page 188, ^ that I had feen al- 
** ^ mofl all that is given in your book,* as it proves that 
** my examination was not an imperfeft one. With 
^ refpe6l to the circulation of my paper, (page 164,) I can 
" only fay, that no peribn has or ever had a copy of it 
** finom me, except yourfelf and Mr. Daubeny. It was 
'f never circulated by me, or at my defire, and I am not 
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refponfible for the aftions of others.'* [The Btftop 
mistakes. Does his Lordfhip mean to put in an excufe 
for himfelf and his fifter^ in the fpirit of ^fop's ikble^ 
^ that he did not circulate^ and she did not write?'} 

*' In the fame page you fay, ' that the Bifhop pn)-^ 
" ^ nounces the intentions of Mrs. Meade to have been 
^^ ^ wicked.* I pronounced no fuch thing." [As the 
Bifhop has thus placed Mr. Meade^s veracity at ifiue with 
his own, the reader (hall judge between them, from a 
ycry few paflages quoted from pages 306, 307, Sltf, in 
his Lordshtp^s otvn words ;— ^ Far the purpose of gaining 
^ Mr. Meade a verdict for defamation, Mrs. Meade fwore 
^ to an efied): which was not produced:' ^ in this refpeffc 
^ therefore fhe could not deny that flie had fwom falfcly.^ 

* In order to give a criminal consequence to these words^ 
^ (he fwore they produced an efieS; on her mind which 
^ they never had produced.' ^ By breach of confidence* 
^ and by this falfe evidence, flie procured Mr. Meade a 

* verdiiSl againft her brother-in-law.' ^ The progrefy 

* feems to have been a natural one (in Mrs. Meade) ftomr 
^ deceit to untruth, and from untruth to falfcrfwearif^r 
^ upon this lail occafion (he diilinguiibed between &Ife-' 

* fwearing and perjury; but morality and religion know 

* no fuch diftindlion.' — Mr. Meade now begs the reader 
to confider thefe expreffions, and to form his judgment,' 
whether the Bifhop of I^incoln did or did not impute 
wicked intentions to Mrs. Meade ; he will then decide 
upon the veracity of the Bifhop, and Mr. Meade.] 

*^ In feveral other places you accufe me of attacking 
** Mrs. Meade's chara&er. In my letter to you of June 
*^ 24, 1805, I have explained the reafons which induc^cf 
^f me to ufe the expreffions in the Utter part of my paper j 
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^ but as tfaofe expreffions feem to have been fo much 
^^ mifunderftood^ without effefting any good purpofe^ I 
'^ do not hefitate to acknowledge my concern that I ufed 
*^ them. Without imputing ^ wicked intentions' to Mrs. 
^^ Meade^ I thought a review of the whole bufinefs, not . 
^ in that partial way in which (he had hitherto feen it^ 
^^ and in which it mud have been reprefented to her fince 
*^ her marriage;'* [Mr. Meade hopes that every man of 
an honourable and feeling heart will appreciate jufily the 
difingenuous and farcafiic infinuation — ^ a$ it must have 
* been represented to her since her marriage T Was 
it not before her marriage that her evidence was given 
on oath? Were not all the letters which werequoted, as 
indicating her mind, written before her marriage? 
Were not all the witneflfesj referred to by Mr. Meade^ 
quoted lo fa£ts antecedent to her marriage?] ^^ but as fet 
^* before her freely, and without referve, by a perfon, 
^^ who, notwithfianding what you iay, was really impar- 
^^ tial, and perfeAly free from any bias: I thought that 
^' fuch a review, with the documents adduced, might 
'^ poffibly lead .to fome qualified conceflion on the part of 
** Mrs. Meade, to fome acknowledgment of error, (not 
^* of wilful perjury, as you fuppofe in your book,) which 
^^ might be the means of effeding a reconciliation be- 
*' tween the parties. It was evident that formerly Mrs. 
^ Meade and Mr. Daubeny had a great regard for each 
^' other, and that there had been a fimilar regard between 
^< you and Mr. Daubeny. I was willing to believe that 
^^ you were all worthy and refpectable in your general 
^^ characters I flattered myfelf with the hopes that this 
old aflection might be revived, and that the genial 
character of you all might operate in cflecting a recon- 
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<^ dilation. There might be weaknefe in this hope^ fiat 
*'f I will ever maintain that I undertook the ianuift^a- 
^' tion from the pureft motires^ and mtfa' the htR, 
'^intentions; that I conducted it without partiality; 
^^ and that I meant to attack no one's charaicter» 
^^ But becoming, after examining the papers of both 
*^ parties, perfectly convinced of Mr, DaubeDy's in- 
'^ nocence of the charges brought agaihfr bin,' and be-i 
*^ lieving that Mrs. Barnfion never did give what fhe 
^^ coniidered her full and free confent to the marriage, t 
♦* endeavoured to trace the progrefs of deVufion> which 
•' appeared to me to have produced the evidence given >bj^ 
•* Mrs. Meade at the trial; and f confidfered a ftrcing re- 
*' prefentation of what I could not but efteem a dangevoos 
*^ fophiftry, as neceflary to recal bcr mind from its infla^' 
<* ence.'* [Who gave his Lordfliip a right to fend toMr^ 
Meade's wife a ^ strong representation^^ as he terms it; 
or, as every one elfe terms it, ^ an unwarrantable torrent 
' of invectives ? ' His pretenfions to charity are disproved 
by himfelf : for thofc invectives were not conveyed,* in the 
mild fpirit of the Apoftle, to Mrs. Meade privately; but 
to the bitter enemy of Mrs. Meade, without any reftraint 
of publication: and indeed his Lordfbip's own conitec- 
tions were the first again ft whom the publication could 
be proved.] *' I thought that if there were a real wifh 
*^ for reconciliation, which I was willing to believe there 
<* was, there would not be a very rigid and exact demand 
*^ upon the fubject of conceffion. Thirteen years having; 
*' clapfcd fince the trial, I hoped that irritation and ani- 
.^ mofity might have fubfided. The little converfation 
•* 1 had with Mr. Daubeny induced me U) think that this 
*^ was the cafe with him; ar.d as niy mind was perfectly 



^^ jfreefirom any prejudice againft you and Mrs* Meade^ I 
^ gavte both of you credit for the fame feeling. Had a 
f^ ccctmciJiaUoa been thus effected,, my paper would aot 
f^ hav^ been circuited in the manner you (ay it has been; 
^^ and the publicy (atiWiedwiith the Information. that Mrs. 
f^ Meade's evicknoe had been founded in error, would 
^^ h»ii!<b attached no farther blame tahcrcharaSser, or im<^ 
*^ pottancc to the fobjefl." [One word will' anfwer this 
ld)orious reafoning of hb Lordfliip^ He did not wait for 
tboie eSeA^ which, he feys, he was locrfcing for. Hi« 
papec wa& circulated^ without lofs of time, even though 
Mr. Meade had defired) to wait on his Lordfhip, to point 
out his miftakes.] 

** In ps^'l3 you lay, ^ the propt>fed meeting was de- 
^^ * clined by his Lordfhip.' I never declined to meet 
** you. In your letter direSed to me at the Deanery, St. 
** Paurs, and dated JUne 1 % 1 805, you fay, ^ I atn in 
*^ * town>, and (hall be refidy to wait on you.' This let- 
** ter was fent to me at Buckden, and in my anfwer, June 
** 24y I fay, ^ if I had been in town, I (hould have been 
** ^ ready to hear from yourfelf any thing which you 
^ *' might have wi(hed to ftate to me; but I do not ex- 
•^ ^ ptSt to be there for feveral months,' &c. ** I cer- 
^ tainl^ did not think it neceflary to go to town, but I left 
*^ you at liberty to go to Buckden, if you pleafed. You 
*^ did not come, and you have never de(ired an interview 
** fince. I am however ftill ready to fee you, if you wi(h 
^ it. Page 64 : I ftill contend there is no evidence of 
^ Mrs. Bamfton's confent being given^ or fuppofed op 
** underftood to be given. Not a (ingle po(itive tettimony 
'^ is brought forward by you on this very material point." 
[Is there any evidence that the confent was not given ? 
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Mrs. Meade has sworn to the fa£k ! And before the Bi« 
fliop pronounced as he has done, he (hould have defingi 
what he terms evidence. And left he ihonld not yet have 
learned what it is, Mr. Meade will take the liberty to 
inftru£i his Lordihip, and to inform him, ' that the un-^ 
* contradicted testimony on oath of a competent witness 
^ is, in English judicature, evidence ;' and ^ that the 
^ private ailertions of perfons out of court (much kfs of 
' irritated or intereiled parties) is not evidence,' hot may 
be slander. And as to positive testimony, in a cafe where 
only two perfons were prefent, what does or can his Lord* 
fliip expe£t, in the natural order of things, befides a fo- 
lemn oath? Does he imagine that Mrs. Meade ought 
to have had a witnefs behind a curtain, or a perfon with 
an ear to the keyhole ? But what is this perverfe quib- 
bling about Mrs. Barnfion's consent? as if that were the 
point at iifue, or as if that determined the verdi6fc. 
Why is he perpetually turning his eyes from the sloTt" 
der, for which the a£tion was really brought? Mrs. 
Meade was 25 years of age when her father died^ and 
left her in abfolute independence; (he was pad 3D 
when {he married: her mother at all times acknow-< 
Idedged that (he was to judge and act for herfelf; and her 
mother's confent could aflect her mind and conduct no 
farther than (be herfelf pleafed.* But the truth is, that 
her mother's full ^xvAfree confent, which had naturally 
and certainly been given, was no fooner expre(red, than 
the good old lady was poifoned and frightened out of all 
complacency on the fubject ; and if (he really forgot the 
words which had paffed between her and her daughter, it 

* 

* See Mr. Meade's Bookf page 50 to 90* 
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niuft be owing to the conftant imprefiions of interefied 
perfons on an aged mind.] ^' You only fay, * the prO'» 
*^ ^ ceedings of the Court of King's-Bencb would have 
*^ ^ inftructed him better.' I have already faid that the 
'^ documents I faw were not before the Court of King's- 
^^ Bench. You add, ^ that Mrs. Barnfton was a very 
^* ^ old, irritated, deluded perfon:*' [this afiertion is a per- 
verfe anachronifm!] " and in other parts of your book 
^^ you reprefent her as ^ being fuperannuated at the time 
*^ * of the trial." [Mr. Meade begs his Lordihip to mark 
the page where he ufed the expreffion, ^ superanntiatedr 
Mr. Meade defcribed Mrs. Barnfton as an old and wor- 
thy woman, unhappily deluded and irritated ; and older 
by 40 )rears than that daughter, whofe oath the Bifhop 
would reprefent as perjury, becaufe this old lady's word 
or memory is faid to oppofe it. Was it difrefpectful to 
Mrs. Barnfton, that Mr. Meade protected the honour of 
her own daughter, his wife? Mrs. Barnfton's age is well 
known, although the Biftiop miftatea it. Nearly 74 at 
the trial, fhc lived about i 2 years after it. Of late years 
ihe faw or heard none but the opponents of her daughter; 
and confequently Mr. Meade could judge of her only by 
circumstances and report. The offices of the minifter of 
lier parifli were for feveral years fupplied by Mr. Dau- 
beny; and in a letter from Mrs, M. Barnfton* to Mrs. 
M^e, in 1803, Mr. Daubeny was mentioned by her as 
the perfon through whom flie muft write to her mother. 
What then has Mr. Meade expreffed in his book, that 
ihould be reprefented by the Biftiop as unjuftifiable ? He 
never uttered a difrefpectful word about her when living; 

* Sec page i47> Notes. 
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and he is as little difpofcd to db it now flic is dead. If rfp 
the age of 84 years fhe could fign the feveral pages< of m 
voluminotts wiH> giving Mrs. Meadef's portion of hef 
fortune to Mr. Danbeny; and if at tfhat age fhe coulrf 
malce fuch fpeeches as Mr. Daubeny has exprefled for her^ 
why was (he unable to receive a lefter from her daughter?' 
Why were her own child and grandchild not to be truftedf 
with her alone ? Abore all, why was that perfoti, who ha<F 
quarrelled with thedisiughter^ appointed to tranfact thebufi- 
nefs of that daughter's intercourfe with her mothfer ? Or 
why wa&thisperfonal enemy of Mrs. Meade appointed the 
truftee of a little pittance for her children;, which was ht 
fact fo fmall as to be unworthy of a tmft, but as it might 
add to Mrs. Meade's mortification ?] '^ There is the tnoft 
*^ unqueftionable proof, that at that time Mrs. Bamftoit 
was in full pofleffion of her faculriesj and indeed flic* 
muft have been fo confidiered by your friend Mr. Coham* 
'* five years afterwards, when he went to Bath for' the 
'^ purpofe of perfuading her to be reconciled to her dkughv 
** ter. Mrs. Meade^s own letters to her mother jtifl: be-' 
'* fore the trial prove the fame thing. Mrs^. Bamftonc 
*' being in this flate, could not but know whether fhe hadP 
^' or had not given her confent to the marriage; Btrt't 
cannot but take the liberty of obferving that his your* 
conftant practice, throughout your book, to attributis' 
*^ incapacity, delufion, improper motives, or undue ifl- 
" fluence, to all whofe teflimony is unfavourable to your 
" wiftieis, and to aflfert with boldnefs and confidence, where 
^ *^ you ought to bring forward evidence and proof.*' [Thta" 
is a good bold unproved aflertion !] ** Itefbr you to Mrs. 
^^ Barnfton's letter, quoted in page 295 of your book, and 
^^ to ^11 thq proofs I have produced on this point of the 
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*^ confent." [This is an unfortunate reference for the ' 
Bifhop's argument. The paflage to which he refers, in 
page 995, has th^fe words addrefl'ed to Mrs. Meade by 
her mother: ^ My opinion of Mr. Meade was formed 

* upon his conduct to me, to your brother, (Daubeny,) 

* and to yourfelf.' But when the poor old lady was in- 
duced to write thefe words, (he forgot that her confent 
was given^ and was ftaled to be given, be/ore fuch opi- 
nion was or could be thus formed ! If any one wiflied 
to know on what terms Mr. Meade had previoufly lived 
with Mrs. Barnfton and her family, the laft letter he re- 
ceived in England, juft before his joining Mr Daubeny 
and his party on the Continent, will fhew it. The letter 
is from Mrs. M. Barnfton, and not only exprefles her own 
regards for Mr. Meade, but the impatience of Mr. Dau- 
beny and his party for his going to them at Spa!] ^^ I 
*' maintain that it is not faid or implied in any letter 
** you have quoted, that Mrs. Barnfton had given her full 
^' ^nd free confent. I am informed by Mr. Daubeny, 
*' that the letters printed page 68, 72, and 75 of your book, 

were never received by the family, or heard of before 
they appeared in your book. Wi^eiihi^r the day for 
^^ the marriage was fixed at the time of the\rial, whether 
*^ the carriage was bought, or whether Biihop Mofs ufed 
** the expreflions afcrihed to him, are matters on which 
** my opinion does not reft 5^' [that is, * whether lying 
' and flandering were impofed upon me, to bias my 
^ mind againft you,' is of no confequcnce!] ^^ and 
*' I cannot but remark, that the eagemefs with which 
'^ you dwell upon thefe and other unim|)ortant circum* 
*^ (lances, (hews no great confidence in the principal points 
*^ of your caufe. What have thefe circumftances to d# 
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*' with the quellions, whether Mrs. Barnflou gave what 
** Ihe confidered her full and free confent, or not; or whe- 
♦* ther the words were fpoken in June 1791 ? Thefe arc 
'^ the queftions to which I confine myfelf j and your ob- 
^* ject feems to be, to draw the attention of your readers 
*' fipomthem/* [Mr. Meade believtis he has dwelt enough 
on them to fatisfy every difpaffionate reader of his bookl 
and the Bifhop feems to dwell upon them only to keep 
the reader*s eye from the (lander, of which a ftranget 
would imagine that his Lordfhip had never heard ! J 

" My fuppofed hoftility to yourfelf and Mrs. Meade, 
' ** and the many angry expreflSons which occur in your 
*' book, I notice no farther than to remark, that I can 
fcarcely conceive that a perfon who felt a calm convic- 
tion of the truth of his caufe, and who really beleived 
*' that the ftatement he was controverting had produced 
•* no effect upon the minds of his readers, would write id 
'* fuch a ftyle. In the reply to the paffage in your lett^ 
'* dated July 1806, relative to the converfation which 
^ paffed between Mrs. Tomline, Mifs Maclaine, and 
^^ Mifs Maltby, in Bath ; I fhall only fay, that the moft 
^^ fatisfactory evidence which can be produced in fuch a 
** cafe might be brought to prove the flatement to you in 
*^ my letter dated June 24, 1805, is perfectly correct, 
*^ aad that Mrs. Tomline and Mifs Maltby did confider 
^^ that converfation as entirely confidential, and did be- 
'^ lieve that Mifs Maclaine did confider it as confidential 
^^ alfo. Mifs Maclaine herfelf declares, * flie told no 
^* ' human being of the particulars of this converfation, 
**/ which paflled in March, till (he met Mr. Meade at 
*** ^ Mr. Sandford's houfe in the beginning of June.* It 
^^ is true that Mrs, Tomline had little perfonal acquaint- 
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^^ ance with Mifs Maclaine^ but eonfidering her as the 

^ mtimate friend of her fiftery ffae Was led^. imprudendy 

*^ (he very readily acknowledges, to fpeak on the fubject 

^^ in queftion; and Mifs Msiltby had previoqfly afluied 

^' her fifter in my prefence, that the moft entire confi-* 

^^ dence might be placed in Mifs Maclaine's honour/' 

[Do* not the Bifhop> his wife, and his fifter, appear all iti 

this place to act like partizans; even expecting that Mi& 

Maclaine ought to confider herfelf bound, as by ties of 

honour y to be a faithful depofitary of heavy charges againft 

her clofeft friend; not evenjuftified in making enquiry 

whether the charges weretrue or not?] *' Mrs. Tomline 

'^ denies that (he aflerted the circumftances in queition to 

'^ be pofitive facts ; and can only account for Mifs Mac- 

^ claine mifunderftanding her fo entirely, by fuppofing 

** that Mifs Maclaine (who with refpect to languge may 

^^ be confidered as a foreigner) underflood as pofitive af« 

'^ feitions what (he faid refpecting thefe circumftances 

^ being capable of proof, in contradiction to letters and 

^' oonverfations which are liable to different interpreta- 

^ tions. Mifs Maclaine acknowledges that Mrs. Tom« 

^' line faid repeatedly, in the courfe of converfation, that 

^' the Bifhop would form no opinion till he had feen Mr. 

** Meade's papers; and this acknowledgment appears 

^^ itfelf fufficient to prove that Mifs Maclaine muft have 

'' mifUken Mrs. Tomline. 

** With refpeft to the prefent flate of the public opi- 

^ nion, which you reprefent as being favourable to your 

'* caufe, I {hall only obferve, that Mr. Daubeny*s for- 

'^ bearance (a forbearance of whkh there are but fe^ 

^^ examples) may have led many perfons to believe, that 

^ he is unable to defend himfelf from the charges you 

o S 
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^^ have brought againft him/' [The Bifhop mlftates this 
matter. Mr* Meade brought no charges againft Mr. 
Daubeny. The a6lion at law was becaufe Mr. Daubeny 
had made charges againft Mr^ Meade.] '^ I am fully 
^' convinced that he poffeffes ample means of complete 
^' vindication; and this unhappy affair is now brought 
^' to fuch a pointy that if a more private method cannot 
*^ be found for fettling it, he will feel himfelf coni- 
'^ pelled to come forward upon ground which he has not 
*^ hitherto taken; although the elucidation of the various 
'^ matter at iffue between you and him may lead to an 
** expofure of tranfaftions and charafters, which nothing 
'^ fhort of the neceffity of the cafe would juftify. Mr. 
" Daubeny is however ftill anxious to terminate this un- 
^* fortunate family difpute without fuch an expofure ; and 
*' in his own words I inform you, that he is ready to 
** meet you and your moft refpe^lable friends on the fub- 
** jecl of my ftatement and your book ; and if you can 
*^ either difprove the one, or fubftantiate the other, he 
** will readily fubfcribe to any acknowledgment I may 
^* think proper to be made in fuch a cafe ; on the condi- 
*^ tion alone, that the decifion of the parties who may fit 
^' in judgment fhall be made public. And for myfelf, 
*^ I declare, that if it fhould be proved that I have made 
*^ any unfounded aflertion, or have mifreprefented any 
'^ fad, I will moft willingly acknowledge the error.' • 
[Whether the Biftiop has fhewn himfelf willing to ack- 
nowledge errors, or ftubborn to perfevere in unfounded 
affertions, the reader may form fome judgment from the 
few following fpecimens, ex magno acervo, in his Lord'- 
fhip's own words, viz. 
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* Certain it is/ lays his Lordihip, ^ that Mr. Saw- 
' bridge carried fuch.and fuch ameflage from Mrs. Meade 

* to her mother/ — Sec page 92. 

' Indeed, Mr. and Mrs. Daubeny repeatedly faid fo and 
' fo on the Continent.* — Page 154. (As if his Lordfliip 
could know what people faid whom he had never feen.) 

* Mrs. Bamfton was in truth in her 7«d year at the 

* time of the trial.' 

** The late Biihop Mofs's deliberate judgment was, 
*' that Mrs. Meade was moft certainly a peijured woman^ 
*^ and that her mother could not receive her, until,** &c, 
—Seepage 113. 

* Certain it is, that the wedding-day was fixed before 
•the trial.*— Page 118. 

^ That the wedding clothes were bought.* 

' That the carriage was bespoke.* — Page 1 19. 

^ That Mr. and Mrs. Meade were actualljf married 

* about ten days after the trial,* &c. — Page 173. 

Thefe are the Bifliop*s aflertions, and every one of them 
was proved, in an early period of Mr. Meade*s correfpon- 
dence with his LordOiip, to be falfe; yet he has never 
apologifed, or retrafted one!] 

•^ I will only add my warmeft wiihes that you may 
^^ accede to this propofal^ in the fame fpirit with which 
" it is made, and that it may be the means of refioring 
<^ harmony among the branches of Mrs. Meade's family, 
^' which have been fo long at variance with each other. 

*' I am confident that fuch a reconciliation would be 
^' to the advantage, the credit, and the comfort of all the 
^^ parties, I am. Sir, 

^* Your obedient fervant, 

*« G. Lincoln.** 
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Mr. Meade's Reply* 

•^Mt L0KD3 

^^ I Have received your JLordfliip's very long letter, and 
^^ am forry to perceive in it only a continuance of that 
^^ temper with which you began oujr correfpondenoe; and 
*^ as you chiefly dwell on things which are frivolous in 
'^ themfelves, or which have b^n explained in my book, 
*^ I fhould put your letter by altogether^ without notice, 
'^ but that I have reafon to believe it is deligned for other 
•^ ufes, and for other eyes than mine. 

^^ The aflertion which you hazard of my mifreprefent- 
^' ing Mr. Daubeny^ only fliews your I^rdlhip to be a 
^' partizan, for it is impoiSble you could know it 3 and 
^' your general imputations of fophiftry and incorreAne.& 
^' are, I conceive, not entitled to an anfwer. 

^^ But your Lordihip being, like others, liable' to felf- 
^^ deception, I would advife you to let any man of com* 
'^ mon fenferead your inve£tives againft Mrs. Meade, and 
** alk him whether they were becoming a biihop, and 
*^ * whether they were calculated to promote reconcili- 
*• f ation?' And as you fet out with expreffions of ^ sor* 
^^ f row' that during feven months you could not read Mrs. 
^^ Meade's defence; let me afk you, whether any man has 
*^ a right to attack another's reputation, and not find 
*^ leifure to read the defence ? 

** Your apology for not fending me your opinion fooner 
'' was at bed unneceflary, as my laft letter rejeSed any 
'^ opinion from you : and the intimation that you hav« 
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^^ have been ^ enquiring of Mr. Dauhcnyy is only per- 
^^ fitting, 5is I fufpedt, in your original errors. 

^^ The reproach that I have dwelt on minutia, recoils 
*^ wholly on yourfelf; for I have only repelled your own 
*^ attacks in thofe minutiae. But if I was wrong in 
^^ (looping to explain them, what mud be thought of your 
*« Lordftiip's caufe and conduft, who could bring for- 
^^ ward thofe frivolous fubjefts as grounds of attack ? But 
^^ the difficulty of encountering your Lordfliiparifes only 
^^ from your fliiftings. Beat off from one ground, you 
^f dexteroufly fly to another, pronouncing that which you 
^^ have quitted to be not worth retaining ; while fight- 
" ing to the laft drop of your ink, you can thus continue 
^^ the conteft to the end of time. 

*^ You deny ' that you attacked any one, or pronounced 
^^ ^ Mrs. Meade's intentions wicked, or imputed peijury 
^^ * to her.' If you can aflert this, my Lord, you and I 
^^ have not a common language. Look only to page 3 1 6, 
^^ line 20, of my book, and alk any ,man who under* 
*^ ftands Englifh, what you- meant? 

^^ And when you fay, ^ that you did not decline to meet 
'* ^ me, recolle£l thsrt I went to London, ^ propofing to 
^^ ^ wait on you, and to point out your miftakes;* to which 
^^ you replied, ^ that you ihould not be in London for 
*^ ^ leveral months,' while, in the mean time, your papers 
^^ were eagerly circulated by your conne£lions, and the 
'^ fubje6k mod difingenuoufly fmuggled into a refpe£table 
^* Review. 

^^But you aver, in high tone, * that it was nst your bu- 
*^ * finefs to come to town:' was it mine to follow you ? 
*^ I rather conceive, that as your charafter, and that of 
*^ of a lady whofc reputation you had attacked, were at 
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^^ flake. It was your duty to wait on the hufband of that 
^^ lady, wherever he might be, that you might rejoice in 
*' making honourable acknowledgments for the wrongs 
^^ you had done her. 

'^ When you fay, ^ that you now intend only to explain 
^^ * your own conduft, &c/ it is evident that you would 
'^ willingly be a guarantee for your friend, but not an 
'* allj/. And, rebus extant ibus^ you (hew your difcretioa 
'^ in this J for certainly you have as much as you can do 
" to defend what concents yourfelf. Reludantly^ as I 
^^ write to your Lordfliip, I muft notice a few of your 
'* leading mifreprefentations. ^ Mrs. Barnflon,' you fay, 
^^ * did not confider that (he had given her full and free 
** ^ confent, &c.' Who faid (he did fo confider? Mrs. 
'^ Meade, when incidentally queftioned, declared what 
** fhe herfelf confidered ; namely, that Mrs. Barnflonhad 
^^ given her full and free coiuent. And who is he that 
** dares to impute perjury to her for having fo confidered 
*^ it? Your infinuation, that fome of the letters which I 
f^ have quoted were not received, (hews how fore they 
^^ make fome people, who probably did not fufpeft that 
'* they were providentially preferved. The pretence that 
^^ they were not received, is a poor artifice. The whole 
*' (lory is one piece, in which every part equally proves 
** the whole. 

^^ You throw away much time and writing on a fubjecSl, 
^^ which has nothing to do with the points at iflTue ; and 
*^ in which I (hall (hewyou to be under your ufual mis- 
^'takes. I have it under Mifs Maclaine*s own hand, and 
'^ under that of the Rev. Mr. Sandford, that you are; in- 
*' correft in your account of the (lories told to the forn^er. 

refpefting Mrs. Meade. They we^re not told as gn t,he 



a 



SUPPLEMENT, id 

^ authority of Mr. Daubeni/. And when you recite 
^^ that Mifs Maclaine did not mention the circumllance 
^^ until (he faw me at Clifton, I muft again fet your Lord- 
*^ ftiip right ; for with an anxious heart (he applied im- 
*' mediately to Mr.*Sandford, in hopes that he might be 
/^ able to explain the tales (he had heard; which he being 
"unprepared to do, wrote in confequence to me, and 
^^ thus the whole train of impofition was dete6led, Bui 
^^ you intimate that the anecdotes were related ^ in confi- 
*' ^ dence.' In confidence to whom ? to Mifs Maclaine, 
'^ who was known to be peculiarly attached to us, whofe 
f^ houfe Ihe had immediately come to after the death of 
^^ her venerable father; and to whom the mournful but 
^^ firiendly office of interring that excellent man had bceu 
^^ then lately committed 1 

^^ Did you expeft that Mifs Maclaine (hould hear tbefe 
*' florid, and not make eniquiry about them ? Of what 
'^ fluff muft {he be made, if fhe cpuld actfo? But unable 
^ to defend yourfelf, you employ your argument in idle 
^^ contradiction ; and becaufe I underftood and repre* 
** fented your connections to be partizansy you earneftly 
^* difpute the. unimportant point. But by what other ap- 
♦' pellation do you defcribe perfohs who acted as they 
'^ did ? You yourfelf deprive them of the (hadow of ex- 
^^ cufe, when you admit that there had been 7io enquiry 
'^ into ihe truth of tbofe flories which they were yet fo 
^' eamcft to have believed. 

^^ What you aver of Mifs Maltby has been fully dis- 
'^ proved by herfelf, as I (hall hereafter fliew. And when 

you immediately began to aci againft us, on becoming 

avifiterin her houfe, tlie obvious inference that you 
*f were influenced by her occurred to me, and to every 
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*^ one elfe. In a paper written by herfelf (he admits even 
'^ more than I expected ; for fhe not only acknowledges 
'* a fpeech which manifefts a previous prejudice againft 
*^ Mrs. Meade, but fhe confesses that (he circulated your 
'^ paper, and even fpecifies your vifiiing thofe famiiieSi 
'* in Bath, which are confidered peculiarly devoted to Mf * 
'^ Daubeny's interetls there. But whether it was A. or 
'^ B. that influenced your Lordfliip, or whether you only 
^' followed the bent of your own inclinations, is of na 
^^ fort of importance to me, or to my caufe. 

You thought, perhaps, that you had only to ftretch 
forth your hand, and cruih a retired individual like 
myfelf. But Handing on a good caufe, and fupported 
•* by the Jaws of our coimtry, I was enabled to bid defi- 
ance to your Lordfliip in the zenith of your power^ 
*• even when you could convey to me your attacks under 
*• the fignature of a Prime Minifter. But power, when 
*< aiming at oppreiGon, always difarms itfelf; and how- 
*^ ever high your Lordfliip may have confidered yourfelf, 
*^ I trufl: that the judgment of the world has placed you 
<• in this controverfy much below your opponent. 

•* The charge of want of temper is like the other angry 
•' expreffions which you have condefcended to ufe. That 
*^ I have written to convi Aion, and in langu^e not unbe- 
** coming a gentleman, is proved by the teftimony of all 
'^ difpaflionate readers of my book; and among them it is 
** with peculiar pleafure that I reckon, emphatically, the 
*f Clergy, up to the higheft ranks. But 1 neither affed the 
*/ language of an hypocrite, nor do I conceive that a philo- 
V fophical coldnefs of expreflion, when my wife is in- 
'* fulted, would be moft natural, or moft decorous in nie, 
" as vour Lordfliip feems to think. Yet I declare, that 
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^ under this trial of human paffions, to which you have 
•* brought me, I have uniformly fiudied to preferve in my 
^* mind a recollcdion of the high dignity of that ftation, 
*^ to which you have been fo fortunate as to be raifed. 

** The threat held out to me by your Lord(hip, in Mr. 
•* Daubeny's name^ I reject with scorn; and lament 
^' that a btihop (hould ftoop to be the agent for conveying 
^ fuch.. This bullying is only defigoed to give you a falfe 
'^ confidence; it is a ftale trick, of fourteen years 
^* ftanding, which was played off on others, as well as on 
*^ Mrs. Meade and myfelf, previous to Mr. Daubeny'e 
" trial; but which I did not then condefcend even to 
*^ notice. Your Lordfliip having, however, thought pro- 
^^ per to infult me with a repetition of this threat, I re- 
^* queft and defire that you will never again give yourfetf 
'* or me the trouble of writing to me, unlefs it be to make 
'^ apologies for fuch condu£l. In reply to your intima- 
'* tion that Mr. Dai beny muft publifii ' my mifreprefen- 
'^ * tations,' I will not offend you by any expreffion of 
*^ contempt or menace, but only aflUre you that I am fwt 
^^ unprepared for him. I fear his faiAs as little as I do 
*^ your Lordfliip's arguments. No! my Lord, he will 
'^ a£t a much wifer part to retire to his ftudy, and, put- 
^^ ting his hand on his heart, afk himfelf whether all hai 
** been correA. Verbum sat sapientL 

*' And in return for your Lord(hip*s oncalled-for ad* 
*^ vice, I do recommend that you lay before your counfel 
*^ your attack on Mrs. Meade : a(k them how the law 
^ confiders fuch ; and then tell them that Mr. Meade can 
*^ prove the circulation of it by one of your own dofeft 
** connexions. You will then learn where there has 

been really forbearance! 
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** * The pleasure with which,' you fay, ^ J'fent yoti my 
*' * papers,' is a Angular ground to juftify infults. The 
*^ papers were fent at the infiance of Mifs Maclairie, to 
*^ whom your family was eameft in giving aflurances of 
'^ your difintereftednefs, when you were feeking to get 
** pofleffion of thofe papers. ■ And having never refufed 
'* a (imilar application, from any gentleman wha wifhed 
^' to form an opinion on the fubjeft, I conveyed them to 
" you, with ufual expreffions of civility, although I bad 
** never feen your Lordfliip, nor even knew your name. 
^^ Confident. in my caufe, to which the laws had added 
** their fanction, I could have no intereft in giving or 
*^ withholding them. But did I not exprefs in the paper 
*^ marked No. 4, ^ that I wanted no man's opinion;' 
^ * that the legal (\\\t&\on was decided, and the moral one 
*' * alone of family peace remained unfatisfied?* By what 
" right then did you attack my wife and myfelf in lan- 
'^ guage which no man reads without indignation? What 
'* authority had you for laying my papers privately before 
** Mr. Daubeny, or his friends ^ If this was not done, 
** deny it without evafion for your character's fake. They 
'* were a facrcd truft, indifcreetly indeed committed to 
^* your Lordfhip by a ftranger, on your own application. 
" Who noted them with a pencil? It is not in yourLord- 
*^ fhip's hand-writing. What do you fay for mifquoling 
** thofe papers, and perverting them to a fenfe they never 
^* meant ? I declare the fact, and any gentleman who 
" applies to me fliall b? fatisfied of it. 

" A ftranger as you were to the parties, and (however 
'' unfeeling towards Mrs. Meade) yet profeffing zeal for Mr, 
*' Daubeny, only as he was a * diftinguiftied theologian ;* 
•* why did you not in your aflertions and anecdotes make 
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^^ yourfelf acquainted with the certainty of your date* 
^^ meats, before you made yourfelf refponfible for their 
^^ truth; whereas many of them have been proved to be 
^' flagrant violations of notorious truth? But when ha- 
^^ tred is indulged to its extent, every object is overlooked, 
^^ but -what, tends to gratify the predominant paffion. la 
^* your great zeal for your friend, you fay, that counfel" 
** advifed him to a new trial. What a wretched ai^- 
^^ mentis this, even if the fact were true; but to which 
^^ I have good reasons for giving no credit. But what 
^* would the ftory prove, even if it were true? No more, 
than that counfel gave an opinion on a cafe, which 
being falfely dated, th« opinion was worth nothing, 
*' This happens every day. But I really believe that your 
^^ Lordfhip has not read my book; for I can trace im 
«^ every line, and in every obje<^ion, only the determined 
" partizan. 

*^ Before I conclude, I muft obferve, that there is one cir- 
^' cumdance from which you are perpetually turning your 
** own eyes, and thofe of others; and therefore I think it 
** right to repeat, what I have often explained to you, 
*^ that my aftion at law was for slander ; that the ob- 
*^ jeA of that dander was dated to be, to prevent a lady, 
"who was her own midrefs, from marrying me; and 
" that the influence of that dander produced the ede& 
^* intended, until a trial in the Court of King's-Bench 
*' took place; after which a marriage was the confequence 
** of the verdiS; — which verdift had exprefsly and dis- 
'' tinftly proved both the ^/crwrfer, and the marriage having 
** been prevented by the efied of it. But if Lord Ke- 
*^ nyon and the jury had been of opinion, that notwith- 
" danding the verdift in my favour, yet that the marriage 
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^ was for ever loft, the damages would probably faaw 
*• been at Icaft thirty times greater than they were, 

«^ Whatever means may have been resorted to, to 
'^ enable thofe who were wounded by the verdift to tor- 
** ture and perplex this fubjeft, neither open falfehood 
*^ nor ingenious fophiftry can touch the evidence on 
" which the judgment of the Court was given;— a judg- 
•^ ment, confirmed, almofi providentially, by the concur* 
^^ rence of every circumftance which could throw light 
*' on the fubject; and which circumftances have been 
<f forced into public view by the folly of our opponent^ 
'^ and the infaituated conduct of his partizans^ no| his 
•* friends. 

*^ I now take my leave of your Lordftiip, and can truly 
*^ fay, that I have neither hatred or ill-will towards you. 
^ But the next time that a bifhop comes an hundred miles 
^ out of his diocefe, to intrude himfelf (if on this occa* 
*' fion I may be allowed to ufe a fcripture expreiSon) as 
** a bufy-body, and a meddler in other men's matters^ 
^ my rePpect and attachment to the Church make me 
*^ bop9 that he may come off with more eclat than has 
** attended your Lordfhip's late attempt. And, far from 
^^^ envying you the fatisfaction you may derive from the 
^* approbation of your own confcience, and the iolitary 
^ panegyricks of your friend Mr. Daubeny, I quit all 
^ private correfpondence with you for ever ; and remain, 

« My Lord, 
** Your Lordfhip's obedient fervant, 

^^ T. Mkadb. 

^^ CluitlejfrLodgey Jan. 1, 1807- •'*^ 
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The Biihop immediately gave the following reply, 

'^ Sir, Buckdtn^Palacey Jan. 5, 1807* 

^^ THERE are three points in the letter which I re* 
*^ ceived firom you on Saturday, to which I think it right 
to reply, I did not lay your papers before Mr. Dau«> 
beny or his friends; and I have reafon to believe you 
^^ have been already informed through Dr. Randolph 
'^ that I did not, though you feem ^o have forgotten this 
*^ circuraftance. 

*^ The following paflage is copied from a paper bcfoije 
^* me in Mifs Maclaine's hand-writing: ^ MifsMaclaine 
^ ^ told no human being any particulars of this conver- 
^* ^ fation, (with Mrs. Tomline in March,) till (he met 
** * Mr. Meade the beginning of June at Mr. Sandford*s 
'^ ^ houfe, 8cc.' I am therefore under no mifiake iit 
what I {late on this fubject. 

Mifs Mai thy fent me a copy of the paper which (he- 
*^ had allowed* (her's and your friend) to. read to you^ 
^^ and upon referring to it, I can find no ground whatever 
for your aiTertion, that ^ what I aver of Mifs Maltby 
^ has been fully difproved by herlelf;* but, on the con- 
trary, I confider this paper as fully confirming every 
*^ thing I have faid refpecting her. 

" I am. Sir, 

*' Your obedient fervant, 

" G. Lincoln.*' 

• The Bifhop miftatcs this point: — the paper was fent avowed^ 
md expreftly to be read to Mr. Meade» as Mifa Maltbys yiodtcation 
of herfelf. 
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Mr, Meade anfwered the Bifhop's letter as foUowSb 

^^ My Lord, Jan. 10, 1807. 

^' I Have received your Lordfliip's letter of the 1th 
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inft.; and although I expected that my laft (hould clofe 
*^ our correfpondence, yet I now find it neceffary to cor* 
rect an unmerited infinuation which you are pleafed to 
make under Dr. Randolph's name. Yefterday I called 
on the Doctor; and having read your letter, he ob- 
*^ ferved, ^ that he had received no communication from 
*^ ^ your Lordfliip on the fubject alluded to, and confe- 
*^ ^ quently that he had made none whatever to me upon 
*^ * it.' This, I prefume, is a fufficient reply to your as- 
'^ fertion, ^ that you have reafon to believe I have been 
'^ ' already informed by Dr. Randolph on the fubject, 
^^ ^ although I feem to have forgotten it/* The cir- 

* Since thefe (heets went to the prefs, tTie Bifhop wrote another 
Jetter to Mr. Meade, ilating, that the communication, to which his 
Lordfbip alluded, was made in a letter from Mr. Daubeny through 
Dr. Randolph. Mr. Meade certainly received that letter a year 
and half ago. But the Bifhop might have known that Mr. Meade 
could not and would not confider an aflertion from Mr. Daubeny 
as an anfwer from his Lordfhip. Mr. Meade was not to fuppofe 
the Biihop to be fo identified with Mr. Daubeny, as that the afler* 
tion of one was to be the aflertion of the other. Nor in h6t did 
Mr. Daubeny's letter convey one whit more of information or of 
fatisfaiflion to Mr. Meade, than all the Bifhop's letters on the fub- 
je£t. Who was it that faw or noted the paper which the Bi(hop 
obtained from Mr. Meade ? Who communicated, dircfUy or indi- 
reftly, its contents to Mr. Daubeny ? Who authorized Mr. Dau- 
beny to threaten Mr. Meade with applying to the Bifhop of Lin- 
coln for a copy of what he called " charges againft him, laid before 
" his Lordfhip by Mr. Meade ;*^ Theie are queftioi>s which have 
been conllantly evaded. 
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'^ ' cumftance of your laying my papers before Mr, 
*^ * Daubeny, or his friends,* can be of little importance 
^^ to me; but furely it is not io to your Lordfliip: for 
^^ you muft naturally wifli to clear yourfelf even from an 
** appearance of having betrayed to an enemy n (Iranger 
^^ who had confided in your honour. You fay, ^ you did 
*^ ' not lay my papers before Mr. Daubeny, or his friepds/ 
^' I hope there is no referve in this aifurance. But who 
'^ noted one of the numbers with a pencil ? It is not your 
^^ Lordftiip's hand-writing. How came Mr. Daubeny 
f^ to be acquainted with thofe particular parts of my pa- 
*^ per, which he thought proper to call charges agsdnil 
^^ him ; aiid which, not being touched upon in your pub* 
^' lie paper, muft have been privately communicated to 
^^ him? Who authorifed him to threaten me with apply- 
*' ing to your Lordftiip for them, in cafe I fhould decline 
•' to fumifh him with a copy? It is evident there has been 
abufe by fome one; and your Lordfhip does not at- 
tempt to explain or account for it. 

I am forry that fo much time has been wafted on the 
«' trifling fubjc6l, ^ whether Mifs Maclaine applied for 
^ * fatisfaSion, in the first instance, to Mr. Sandford, 
*^ ^ or to myfelf :* nor (hould I now notice it, but to 
^^ (hew to your Lordftiip, and to the world, how miftaken 
*^ you are in every point where you attack us. My af- 
fertions on that fubje£t were literally and ftri£lly true, 
I ftated that your Lordftiip's wife and fifter endea- 
*^ voured to poifon Mifs Maclaine's mind againft Mrs, 
'^ Meade by unfounded anecdotes; and that Mifs Mac- 
^ claine, in the hope of having them cleared up, applied 
** to my much-valued friend, the Rev. Wm. Sandford j; 
who in confequence wrote to me, I have the h& re« 
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*' corded in his own hand; and, thank God ! he lives to 
^^ teftify it. Some time afterwards, having gone to Clif- 
'^ ton, I fatisfied Mifs Maclaine fo effeftually of the in- 
*^ juftice of thofe anecdotes, that it appears (he foon for- 
" got whether (he had mentioned them in the first in 
^^ ^^flwrtf to my friend, or to myfelfj and (he probably 
*^ might have expreffed herfelf as you quote, on that part 
*^ of the affair which was wholly unimportant. But (he 
^' has voluntarily written me a letter, by Mr. George 
^^ Sandford, correcting her trifling miftake, and confirm- 
'^ ing my ftatement. Yet, after all, what has this to do 
*^ with the only point I contend for, namely, that your 
'^ family afted as partizans? Mifs Maclaine denies pofi- 
'^ tively that the anecdotes were related to her, as on the 
'* authority you suggests If the (lories had been related 
'^ on such authority, they would not, as (he fays, have 
^^ difiurbed her mind, nor would {he have troubled herfelf 
*^ to enquire about them. 

" Indeed your Lordfhip's own conduS confirms, in a 
** great degree, Mifs Maclaine's account. For if Mrs. 
^^ Tomline poifoned Mifs Maclaine's mind with ftories, 
^^ about the truth or falfehood of which Ihe had not en- 
*^ quired; yourLordfliip foon afterwards a£led a fimilar 
^^ part, by openly reciting, in your attack on Mrs. Meade, 
^^ the very fame ftories, without giving yourfelf the trou- 
** ble to enquire! But to ufe Mifs Maclaine's own wqrds, 
^* ^ what right had Mrs. Tomline to pbifon her minid at 
^^ ' all againft her clofeft friends?* As to the paper fent 
^^ by Mif§ Maltby for the purpofe of being read by me, 
" I conlSder it fully fufficient for my purpofe. How your 
^^ Lord(hip may pleafe to confider it, is of no importance 
'^ to^me; nor do I enquire which of her papers (he fent 
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^^ to you, as I underftood (he wrote more than one. Her 
'^ previous prejudices againft Mrs. Meade, and her fubfe- 
*^ quent agency and aftivity, are proved in the paper 
*^ which I and others faw. Whether flie had personal 
^^ acquaintance with Mr^ Dau|)eny^ is of no confequence. 
^^ Prejudices may exift without perfonal acquaintance^ as^ 
*^ your Lordfliip Ihewed when you entangled yourfelf in 
'^ this difpute^ ' because a distinguished theological 
" ^ writer^ was concerned in it; and because a /riend oi 
*^ yours in London ^ had changed his opinion on the 
*' ^ subject,* 

^' So Mifs Maltby might have taken her bias aUb^ and 
*^ interefted herfelf for one of the parties, previous to any 
^^ pretence of enquiry; as fhe afterwards became an agent 
'^ in circulating your attack on Mrs. Meade^ without even 

afleding to have read the defence. 

^^ I am, my Lord^ 
*' Your Lordfliip's obedient fervant, 

"Thomas Meadb.'^ 
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BEFORE Mr. Meade clofes this paper^ he will explain 
twd circumftances which tie Bifliop of Lincoln has no- 
ticed, and \yhich could not conveniently be introduced 
into the preceding notes. 

In reply to his Lordfliip's endeavours to difprove what 
Mr. Meade has dated refpe£ting Mifs Maltby^ Mr, Meade 
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begs to obferve, that in a paper which she wrote for the 
express puiyose of being read by Mr, Meade as her 
vindication, (he profeffes neither to have been an advo- 
cate for Mr. Daubeny, nor to have influenced the Bifhop. 
But {he mentions a (lill oldlr firiend of his Lordfhip than 
herfelf, as the perfon who led the Bifhop into this difpute, 

B^ that as it may, it muft be recolIeSed that it was in 
Mifs Maltby's houfe, and in her prefence, that her filler 
related to Mifs Maclaine thofe afperfions on Mrs. Meade's 
charafter, into the truth of ^hich they do not even pre- 
tend that there had been any previous enquiry ! Who was 
it that thus inftigated Mrs. Tomllne? 

It muft be alfo obferved, that Mifs Mai thy, though 
Ihc endeavours to write with extreme caution, admits that 
fhe once told Mifs Maclaine, ^^ that Mrs. Meade's caufe 
^^ with Mr. Daubeny could never be cleared up in this 
^^ world:'* and this fentiment flie exprefled, knowing 
that Mrs. Meade had, in that caufe, given evidence on 
oath in a court of juftice! Can Mifs Maltby by any ex- 
planation be confidered unprejudiced? 

But Mr. Meade in faft only propofed to ftate that the 
Bifliop took his bias from prejudiced perfons, with whom 
his Lordihip had communication. Public and private 
information, as well as personal observations, had afTured 
him that Mifs Maltby was one of thofe prejudiced per- 
fons; and hefiated what he thought was notorious. But 
is Mifs Maltby ignorant, that it was not of the fmalleft 
importance to him, whether one friend or another bad 
biaffed the Bifliop ? whether it was a fifter-in-law, era 
flill older friend? 

Mife Makby's whole conduft, firft and laft, marks hep 
as a partizan of Mr. Daubeny. She admits that *^ flic 
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V circulated the paper fo injurious to Mrs. Meade;" 
^^ that flie gave it to ten people;" '^ that (he even bor^ 
^' rowed it, that flie might lend it out;" *^ that (he gave it 
^^ to one perfon who was a ftranger to her, and who had not 
^^ defired it;" '* that (he never read Mrs. Meade'3defence," 
but " relied entirely on the acuteness of the Bifhop her 
^^ brother." Mr. Meade having always heard Mifs Mac- 
laine and others fpeak of Mifs Maltby with efteem and re- 
gards, is ready to believe that flie did not eri' from perfonal 
hatred; but flie has been too much difpofed to enco\irage 
felf-deception. She perTuades herfelf that flie fought only 
to fupport the truth; yet flie never enquired into it! She 
became a zealous agent for one of the parties; but flie 
trufted altogether to another's opinion. The paper whiph 
flie circulated has been proved, from beginning to end, 
to be a violation of juflice; vet flie has made no acknow- 
ledgments, or exprefled concern. 

The next point which Mr« Meade has to notice is the 
intimation from the Bifliop that his Lordfliip is informed 
by Mr. Daubeny that three or four letters, quoted by Mr. 
Meade in his ^* Reply" to the Bifliop, '^ were not received 
^^ by Mrs. Meade's family, or heard of before they appeared 
'^ in Mr. Meade's book." Mr. Meade informs the Bifliop 
that the letters were notaddrefled to Mrs. Meside's /amily. 
Can his Lordfliip prove that they were not received by 
thofe individuals to whom they were addrefled ? Or does 
Mr. Daubeny, as ufual, anfwer for the whole &mily, 
dead as well as living? 

But to convince the world of the iniquity of infinua* 
tions like the above, and to prevent a repetition of fuch, 
Mr. and Mrs. Meade have thought proper to make the 
annexed affidavits. 
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AFFIDAVITS. 



*' I Th OMAsMEADEdo folcmnly fwear that the letters 
quoted in pages 63, 72,. and 75, of my ^' Reply*' to 
the Bifhop of Lincoln, are extrafts from drafts of 
letters now in my poflefiion^ and in the hand-wri- 
ting of my wife; that they have been in my poflef- 
fion upwards of 14 years; th^t they had previoufly 
been in the pofleffion of my faid wife, from whom 
I received them, and believed them to be drafts of 
ktters written by her about 16 years ago, at the 
time and on the occafions, and for the perfons and 
purpofeSj) to which I have applied them in my book. 

■ 

'^Thomas Meade.'* 

Shmrn this 2d day of February ^ \ 807, before me H^ 
Sainsbury, one of his Majesty^ $ justices of the peace 
for the County of Somerset. 



•' I C A TH A R I N E Me A de do 1 wear that the letters quo- 
ted bymy hufband in pages63,73,and75,of hisRepIy 
to the Biihop of Lincoln, are extrafts of drafts of 
letters which were written by me, about 16 years 
ago, for the purpofes and perfons, and at the times, 
and on the occafions, fet forth in Mr. Meade's faid 
reply. 

^* Catharine Meade." 

Sworn this Qd day of February, 1 807, before me, H. 
Sainsbury, one of his Majesty*s justices of the peace 
for the County of Somerset, 
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On the above-mentioned letters Mr, Meade mull re- 
mark, that they are, for the moft part, anfwers to, or 
called for, by a long letter of twelve folio pages, written 
by Mr. Daubeny to Mifs Bamfton in July 1790, and 
fliewn by her, foon after, to her uncle and his family at 
Haddon. The original is in Mr, Meade's poffeffion; and 
as Mr. Daubeny has flicwn extreme caution in preferving 
papers, even before an idea of his views was- entertained 
by any one elfe, it is not to be believed but that he either 
has the anfwer, or has deftroyed it. Nor is it altogether 
clear, from the Bi{hop's paper, that Mr« Daubeny denies 
bis having received the letter fent to h\v^. 

One of the letters* to Mrs. Bamfton, and not theleafi 
important, was printed by Mr. Meade 12 or 13 years 
ago, and no furmife ever reached him of its genu- 
inenefs being queftioned. It was written by Mrs. M^eade 
at the houfe of her uncle, Mr. Sawbridge ; /and '* her 
*^ relations there (as (he tells her mother in that letter) 
<' were anxious that (he (hould fend it.'* She alfo tdb 
her mother in it, ^^ that flie had given an answerf to Mu 
^^ Daubeny's long letter, at Weymouth.*' And in a 
concurrent letter (now in Mr. Meade's pofleffion) to a 
third perfon, flie tranfcribed that letter to her mother, 
defcribing it as one '* she had written and sent to her 
" mother from Haddon ;" expreffing her intention ^^ of 
^^ ftaying at her uncle's houfe, to fee the effeft of the 
*^ letter," ^^ efpecially as Mr. Daubeny 's family was then 
*^at her mother's houfe in Bath;" '* her fifter Mary 
*^ having informed her that his own hoiife in the Crefceut 
*^ would not be finifhed for him within a month;*' ^' and 
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See page t6^. t See that Anfwer, 'p. 70. 
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Nearly fourteen years had elapfed from the trial, when 
the Bifliop of Lincohi ftepped forward, boafting, in the 
teeth of a judge, a jury, witneffes, and records, that he had 
not only vindicated Mr. Daubeny, but conviSed Mrs. 
Meade ; thus overturning wholly the judgment of law, 
and the merits of the cafe. And although fuch vaunting 
might appear in the eyes of thinking men to be impo- 
tent and even contemptible, yet being accompanied with 
folemn mifreprefentations, and with no inconfiderable 
fliare of addrefs, Mr. Meade found it neceflkry to repel 
his attacks, either by having recourfe again to a court of 
law, or by giving a full and final anfwer to this new com- 
pound of calumny, which his enemies feemed to have 
been for fome years collefting. The latter mode being 
recommended by his mod temperate friends, he was con- 
fequently obliged, thirteen years after he had anfwered a 
pamphlet by Mr. Daubeny, to labour once more through 
the mortifying tafk of felcfting fuch papers as appeared 
moft in point for the protection of his wife's character 
againft the mlflatements and perverfions of the Bifhop of 
Lincoln, of whofe want of correctnefs Mr. Meade 
believes he has given fufficient examples. For wliether 
his Lordfliip made affertions only on the authority of one 
party, or whether he made them without any enquiry, 
certain it is, that he does not appear to have fought for 
information where he ought to have looked for it. 

• 

on perfonal acquaintance, and from indignation at the injuries done 
to her, founded on their own knowledge. But the Bifhop paid no 
refpe<5t to them, nor to any witnefs, evidence, t>r documents for 
Mrs. Meade. It required but a moderate fhare of underflanding 
to perceive that his proceedings were not calculated to produce any 
good; but his Lordfhip was no more reftrained by prudence, than 
by the argumentum ad verecundiam. 
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In afperfing Mrs. Meade, he conftantly prcxiuces falfe 
premifes, he calls them authorities, and thence forms his 
conclufions ; (hewing at times a fmall part of the truth,* 

* The reader of Mr. Meade's book muft have feen thefe his afler- 
tions verified in many inftances, as in page 145 to 148 ; and ia 
page a86. On this lait occafion, his Lordflilp, making ufe of a 
bold argument, even quotes Mr. Meade himfelf, as confeffing, that 
what his wife depofed on oath, was falfe. But his Lordfhip fup- 
prefled, as ufual, the pafTages which manifefted the injuftice of his 
reafoning. Mrs. Gunning had, in July 1790, carried Mr. Meade's 
propofals to Mifs Barnfton's mother, who replied, without expresr 
sing the ihialleft obje£lion on her own account, " that a difagree- 
" ment, of which fhe had juft heard, between Mr. Meade and Mr. 
*' Daubeny, rendered it impoffible for her to give her approbation ; 
** but that her daughter was to judge and a6b for herfelf, being her 
** own raiftrefs." — See p. 27 to 29. 

The Bifhop, obferving that this circumftance was referred to by 
Mr. Meade, catches at it as a proof that Mrs. Barnfton never gave 
her confent ; although in the very paper which his Lordfhip wa^ 
quoting, he had read that Mrs. Meade» having previoufly fpokem 
to her mother alone in her chamber, had obtained her full 
and free confent, widi her advice alfo " that fhe fhould go and 
** perfuade Mr. Daubeny." Mifs Barnfton never afked her mother's 
confent but that once, and it was then fully and freely given, Thd 
words which pafFed between herfelf and her mother, were related 
by Mrs. Meade on oath ; and all through Mr. Meade's book, efpe- 
cially fi*om page 50 to 9c, collateral evidence in abundance will be 
feen of the faft. It is true, that no fooner was Mr. Daubeny in- 
formed by Mrs. Meade of that converfation between herfelf and her 
mother, than he went inftantly to Mrs. Barnfton, and had influence 
fufficient to put an end effedlually to her complacency on the 
fubjeft; and by his threats to Mifs Barnfton, " of breaking up the 
** harmony of her family for ever," he induced her then to yield 
her independepce, in hopes that time and reafon might foften him. 
But difappointed in thefe hopes, and encouraged by her relations, 
(he came with them a few months afterwards from Northampton- 
ihire to Bath, to vindicate the freedom of her choice againft Mr. 
Daubeny's influence, (fee p. zz\) when a new and irrefiftible 
ground of oppofition to her was prepared, by the circulation of 
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but that almoft always mifreprefented, whilft he pafies 
over glaring facts, which difcover his own miftakes. 

The Bifliop's party would defend his conduct on th^ 
ground " of his having been appointed an arbitrator/' 
But a more unfortuate excufe could not be devifed. For 
what muft the w®rld think of a man, who, afluming to 
be an arbitrator, made himfelf acquainted with, vifited, 
and liftened to one party, and even to the principal on 
one side, and never saw the other? Would fuch conduct 
be coniiftent with the character of a Judge ? 

No ! Mr. Meade was not fuch an ideot, as to fubmit 
his caufe to be re-tried by any individual, after it had been 
decided in a court of law ! The Bifhop was. never ap- 
pointed an arbitrator by Mr. Meade. But even if his 
Lordfliip had been fo appointed, the line of conduct 
which he purfued would have rendered bonds of arbitra- 
tion void, though they had been executed under the 
lanction of the Court of King's-Bench/ 

Mr. Meade trufts that he has now done with this irk- 
fome fubject; and lamenting, as he ever muft do, the time 
■which he has wafted upon it, he declares, that had he been 
earlier acquainted with the temper of his new affailant, 
the^ only anfwer to his black accufations fliould have 
been a ftiort and direct denial of them. He would not 
have taken the trouble to write this book, which fliews 
bow impoffible it is, by the cleareft evidence, to con- 



dark calumny agajnft Mr. Meade. — See p. 14a* With ibme ma- 
nagement, and fome fuppre/Eons, the Bilhbp throws a confufion 
over thefe fa<5ls ; and then under the pret^ce of having a right t^ 
form an opinion on the fubjedt, he aiTumes the privilege of attack*^ 
ing Mrs. Meade's chara^^er in the manner which has been 
already feen. ' • > 



